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SENATE.

TUESDAY, January 12, 190}.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EvERETT HALE, D, D,
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. PENROSE, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap-
proved, there being no objection.
RENTAL OF BUILDINGS, .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia,
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 17th unltimo, an
item in regard to buildings rented by them in the District of Co-
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BrOWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
a bill (H. R. 7849) to aunthorize the county of Poinsett, in the
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis
River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and
State; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of the Sing-
ing Society Frohsinn, of Mobile, Ala.; of Lodge No. 654, of Denver;
of Lodge No. 667, of Colorado Springs; of the Denver Maennerchor,
of Denver; of Lodge No. 435, of Denver, and of Bayern Verein of
Denver, all in the State of Colorado; of the Schuetzen Verein of
New Britain; of Lodge No. 266, of South Norwalk; of the Saenger-
bund of Hartford; of the Turn Verein of South Norwalk; of the
Deutsche Gesellschaft of New Haven; of the Germania Bicycle
Club, of New Haven; of Hermann’s Sons’ Maennerchor, of New
Haven; of the German Ulk Club, of Ansonia; of the Teutonia
Maennerchor, of New Haven; of the German Citizen Society, o
Rockyille, and of the Arion Singing Society, of South Norwalk,
all in the State of Connecticut; of Lodge No. 349, of Wilmington;
of the East End German Democratic Club, of Wilmington, and
of the Turn Verein of Wilmington, allin the State of Delaware; of
the (Gesang Verein Teutonia, of Savannah, Ga.; of the Germania
Verein of Shelby; of the Germania Clubof Cedar Rapids; of Lodge
No. 12, of Rock Rapids; of the Germania Benevolent Society, of
Manilla; of the St. Joseph’s Society of Muscatine; of the German
Society Frohsinn, of Decorah; of the Military Brotherhood of Deni-
son; of the German Aid Society of Iowa City, and of the Dentscher
Krieger Verein, of Sioux City, allin the State of Iowa; of the Turn
Verein of Mount Olive; of the Georgetown Turn Verein, of Smith-
ton; of Germania Bund No. 2, of Shiloh; of the Mascoutah Cen-
t :al Turn Verein, of Mascoutah; of Lodge No. 73, of Freeport; of
the Liederkranz of Mount Olive; of the Turn Verein of East St.
Lonis; of Lodge No. 794, of Chicago: of Anker Encampment, No.
142, of Aurora; of Concordia Lodge, No. 303, of Aurora; of the Ger-
mania Maennerchor of Cairo; of the Turn Verein Eiche, of Chi-
cago; of the Tnrn Verein of Chicago; of the Junger Maennerchor
of Chicago; of the Sociale Turn Verein, of Chicago; of the German
Military Society of Freeport; of the Turn Verein Garfield, of
Chicago, and of the Deutsche Krieger Verein, of Aurora, all in
the State of Illinois; of the German Society Concordia,
of Alexandria; of the German War Veterans of Fort Wayne; of
the Schuetzen Verein of Hammond; of the St. Joseph Turn Verein,
of Evansville; of the rbund of Jeffersonville; of the Turn
Verein of Hammond; of the Doppel tte Sakonia, of Fort
Wayne, and of the Catholic Enights of America, Branch No. 77,
of Evansville, all in the State of Indiana; of the Turn Verein of
Leavenworth; of Lodge No. 1, of Leavenworth; of the Concordia
Singing Society, of Kansas City; of the German-American Skat
Club, of Topeka, and of the Gesang Turn Verein of Alma, all in
the State of Kansas; of the Turn Verein of Kansas City, Mo.; of the
Germania Club of Grand Island, and of Goldene Krone Lodge, No.
19, of Hartington, all in the State of Nebraska; of Kickapoo Tribe,
No. 237, of Egg Harbor City; of the Good Will Hook and Ladder
Company, of Egg Harbor City, and of Humboldt Grove, No. 20, of
Passaic, all in the State of New Jersey; of Sigel Lodge, No. 93, of
Webster; of the German School Association of Lawrence; of the
Germania Club of Taunton; of the Germania Lodge, No. 380, of
Springfield; of the German Cremation Society of Lawrence; of Her-
man Lodge, No. 467, of Adams; of Rollstone Lodge, No. 578, of
Fitchturg; of the Glee Club Eintracht, of Lawrence, and of the
Glee Club Mozart Maennerchor, of Lawrence, all in the State of
Massachusetts; of Independence Lodge, No. 23, of New Orleans,
La.; of Lodge No. 13, o?eDeer Lodge, and of Blucher Lodge, No.
10, of Kalispell, all in the State of Montana, and of Turn Verein
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Vorwaerts, of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the enact-

ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- -

onépa'ting liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the
ndiciary.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Springfield,
Ohio; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Carlisle,
N. Y.; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal
Church of Bradford; the Young People’s Missionary Society of
Newberry; the Mothers and Teachers’ Association of Newberry;
the Ladies’ Aid Society of Newberry; the Woman’s Home and
Foreign Missionary Society of Newberry, and of the congregation
of the United Evangelical Church of Newberry, all in the State
of Pennsylvania, and of the Woman’'s Club of Pekin, I1l., praying
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon,
REED SM00T, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Philadelphia Mari-
time Exchang‘eﬁeﬁraying for the ratification of certain treaties be-
tween the United States and the other leading countries of the
world providing proper restrictions for arbifration of interna-
tional guestions; which was referred tothe Committee on Foreign
Relations,

He also presented petitions of 830 telegraph operators of Illinois,
praying for the enactment of leLEislal:ion for the relief of telegra-
phers who served in the war of the rebellion; which were referred
to the Committee on Pensions. ;

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of California,
praying for the passage of the so-called -post bill; which
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr, BURNHAM presented a petition of the History Club, of
Portsmouth, N. H., praying for an investigation of the charges
made and filed against Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from the
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges
and Elections.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (for Mr. ANKENY) presented a
petition of Alfred Sully Post, No. 8, Department of %aalnngton
and Alaska, Grand Army of the Republic, of Dayton, Wash,,

f | praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was

referred to the Committee on Pensions,

Healso (for Mr. ANKENY) presented a petition of sundry miners
of , praying for a temporary suspension of assessment work
on mining claims in the Territory of Alaska; which was referred
to the Committee on Mines and Mini

He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presen
c¢il of Ballard, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made to
deepen the harbor at that port; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Cham-
ber of Commerce of Spokane, Wash., praying that an appropri-
ation bemade in aid of the Lewisand Clark Centennial Exposition;
vfthiich was referred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expo-
sitions.

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 100, Interna-
tional Longshoremen’s Association, of Aberdeen; of the Sailors’
Union of the Pacific of Seattle, and of the Sailors’ Union of the
Pacific of Port Townsend, all in the State of Washington, and
of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, remonstrating against the
enactment of legislation relative to the allotment of seamen’s
wages; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr, McCUMBER presented a petition of the ministers of the

;spetltion of the city coun-

Pres rian, Baptist, and Methodist Episcopal churches of Lang-
don, N. Dak., praying for an investigation of the charges o
and filed against Hon. REED Syoor, a Senator from the State of

Utah; for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of in-
toxicating liquors in all Government buildings; to regulate the
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; for the appoint-
ment of physical directors for the new army gymnasiums; to
prohibit interstate telegraphing of gambling bets; for the enact-
ment of a Sunday law for the national capital, and to amend the
Lewis and Clark Exposition bill, requirgf the ition to be
closed on the Sabbath day and to prohibit midway exhibits thereat;
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. BARD presented a pefition of the San Bernardino County
Fruit Exchange, of San Bernardino, Cal., pra&mg for the enact-
ment of legislation to increase the powers of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on In-
terstate Commerce.

Mr. NELSON ted petitions of Ellison Post, No. 127, of
North Branch; DI Levi Sutton Post, No. 73; of George B. Adams
Post, No.. 151, of Eagle Bend; of C. Sammers Post, No. 94, of
Canby; of J. 8. Cady Post, No. 2, of Anoka, and of Wallace Post,
No. 142, of Princeton, all of the Department of Minnesota, Grand
Army of the Republic, in the State of Minnesota, praying for the
enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the.
Committee on Pensions,
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He also presented a memorial of the Bay and River Steamboat-
men’s Union of California. remonstrating against the enactment
of legislation relative to the payment of allotment in the coast-
wise trade; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the Military Order of
the Loyal Legion of the United States, Commandery of Nebraska,

rayinﬁ for the adoption of an amendment to section 1814 of the
E-e ised Statntes, relative to the placing of statues in the United
States Capitol; which was referred to the Committee on Rules.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First
Presbyterian Church of Humboldt, Nebr., praying for the enact-
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liguors in
all Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gibbon, Nebr.,
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union of Tecnmseh, Nebr., and a fpehition of the congrega-
tion of the First Presbyterian Church of Humboldt, Nebr., pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation to protect prohibition States
and districts against * original-package* tricks; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union of York; of the Ladies’ Missionary Society of Hansen;
of the Woman's Home Missionary Society of York; of the Wom-
an’s Christian Temperance Union of Union; of the congregation
of the Presbyterian Church of Silver Creek; of the Fin de Siécle
Club of Central City; of the Ladies’ Missionary Society of Mira
Creek; of sundry citizens of Geneva, and of the Nebraska Feder-
ation of Women’s Clubs, of Lincoln, all in the State of Nebraska,

raying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against
ron. REED SM00T, & Senator from the State of Utah; which were
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of Landan Post, No. 156,
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lake City,
Towa, and a petition of J. G. Safley Post, No. 125, Department of
Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Traer, Iowa, praying for
the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Odebolt, Iowa,
Enying for an mveahgat:mn of the charges made and filed against

on. REED SM00T, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented memorials of George Thomas, of
‘Wingate; of the Delaware County Merchants’ Association and
Credit Bureau, of Muncie; of the Retail Merchants’ Association
of Evansville, and of J. Cadden, of Evansville, all in the State of
Indiana, remonsirating against the passage of the so-called par-
cels-post bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post-
Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Bay and River
Steamboatmen’s Union of California and a memorial of Local
Union No. 100, International Longshoremen’s Union, of Aber-
deen, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation
relative to the payment of allotment in the coastwise trade;
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union of Plymonth, N. H., praying for an investigation of
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Sm00T, a Senator
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections.

He also presented a petition of the East Washington Citizens’
Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of
legislation to authorize the extension and operation of the Great
Falls and Old Dominion Railroad upon and over certain streets
in the city of Washington; which was referred to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

Mr. ALGER presented a petition of Detroit Harbor, No. 47,
American Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, of
Detroit, Mich., and of Lodge No. 7, Shipmasters’ Association, of
Detroit, Mich., praying for the establishment of a breakwater at
Rogers City, in that State; which were referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

HAMILTON D, SOUTH.

Mr. PENROSE. I am directed by the Committee on Naval
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2820) for the relief of
Hamilton D. Sounth, to report it favorably with an amendment,
and I ask for its present consideration. It is a short measure.

The Secretary read the bill. and by unanimous consent the Sen-
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration.

The amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, in line
6, after the words ‘‘ one thousand,” to strike out * two hundred

and fifty” and insert ‘“‘one hundred and fifty-seven;” so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Becretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to pay to Lieut. Hamilton D. th, United States

Marin f in th ot otherwise ria
S 2o oF SL1ST, o relmaioinss Bism for the loal porsosl prODES by QaEro
by the burning of the officers’ quarters at the United States navy-yard, Pen-
sacola, Fla.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in. )

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

CHARLES BLAKE,

Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I report
the same kind of a bill as that which has just passed. and I ask
for its present consideration. It is the bill (8. 1753) for the relief
of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, United States Navy.

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, Eroceaded to its consider-
ation. It pro to pay to Charles Blake, pay clerk, United
States Navy, the sum of $700, to be a payment in full of all losses
of personal pro incurred by him by reason of the destruc-
tion by fire of the Windsor House, at Yokohama, Japan, on the
morning of February 8, 1886. :

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third
time.

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine,
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, if there is any
general legislation which would anthorize the Navy Department
to adjust these claims?

Mr, HALE. There are certain features of general legislation,
and these cases are only reported where the Department has cer-
tified that they do not come under the general head.

The bill was passed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom
were referred the following joint resolution and bills, reported
them severally without amendment:

A joint resolution (8. R. 6) to authorize the Secretary of the
Navy to donate to the Minnesota Historical Society the steering
wheel of the former ship Minnesota;

A Dbill (8. 2487) to provide for the transportation of naval and
other stores and supplies in American-built “hig‘“ and

A Dbill (S. 2641) to provide for the removal of floating dangers
to navigation in certain steamship lanes off the Atlantic coast of
the United States and for the construction of a suitable vessel to
be used for such purpose by the Navy ent.

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom
were referred the fo]lom bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and sabmi reports thereon:

A bill (8. 8114) to authorize the use of depositions before naval
courts in certain cases; and

A bill (8. 8110) to provide for the convening of general counrts-
martial at remote naval stations. :

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 921) granting to the
State of Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation,
enlargement, and maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers
and Sailors’ Home, reported it without amendment, and sub-
mitted a report thereon.

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
to whom was referred the bill (8. 127) anthorizing the joining of
Kalorama avenue, reported it with amendments, and submitted
are thereon.

r. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 2540) authorizing the appointment
of Allen V. Reed, now a captain on the retired list of the Navti,
as a rear-admiral on the retired list of the Navy, reported it with-
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Finance,
to whom was referred the bill (S. 851) for the relief of Joseph B.
Sargent, reported it without amendment.

Mr. PER S, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 2845) to authorize the appointment of
Ricardo Iglesias as a midshipman in the United States Navy, re-
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

REPORT ON AFFAIRS IN ALASKA.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, from the Committee on
Territories I desire to present to the Senate the report of the sub-
committee of that committee, which visited Alaska under a reso-
lution adopted near the close of the last Congress, together with




612

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JANUARY 12,

testimony, statements, and other information gathered by the
subcommittee.

I wish, Mr. President, in presenting this report to call the par-
ticnlar attention of the Senate to it. ithin a day or two of the
close of the last Congress I presented a resolution authorizing the
appointment of this subcommittee, Accordingly a subcommittee
was appointed, consisting of the junior Senator from Vermont

Mr. DiLLINGHAM], as chairman, the junior Senator from New

ampshire [Mr. BurNHAM], the senior Senator from Minnesota
[Mr. NELsoN], and the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PaT-
TERSON]. These gentlemen, as a subcommittee, visited Alaska
and spent in actual work two months’ time of discriminating and
intelligent investigation. That work is embodied in this admir-
able report, which is the report of the entire subcommittee, and
drawn by its chairman, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLING-
HAM]. It embraces original information gathered on the ground;
and I believe it is the first report of full and first-hand informa-
tion ever presented by a committee from either Honse to Congress
for its guidance in legislating on the affairs of the district of
Alaska,

I direct the particular attention of the Senate to the feature of
this report upon transportation, which is of immense value. In-
deed every line of this valuable document is weighty with facts
and sound judgment. This subcommittee has accomplished the
maximunm of resnlts with the minimum of expense. e recom-
mendations are the recommendations of the entire subcommittee,
with the exception of one concerning the Delegate, from which
the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] dissents.

I ask that 5,000 copies of the report itself and the map which
accompanies it be printed, and that of the testimony and state-
ments taken by the subcommittee fifteen hundred copies be printed.
This is not an unusual number, I think, for a report so important,
so timely, and so fall, as is this notable presentation of the situa-
tion in the district of Alaska to the Senate and the country.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no objection is made, the
order will be entered for the printing, as requested by the Sena-
tor from Indiana, and for the printing of maps and of illustra-
tions, if there may be any.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3311) to amend section 2399
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance.

He ai‘;o introduced the following bills; which were severally
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations:

A bill (S. 8312) to provide an adjunct to the corps of consular
clerks (with an accompanying paper);

A bill (8. 8313) to amend se;:tiondITOB of the Revised Statutes

with an accompanying paper); an
( A bill (8. 8314) to regulate consular invoice fees (with accom-

Paillring papers). e :

1. BARD introduced a bill (8. 8315) for the relief of Carlos
Manjarez; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom-
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims.

r. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3316) to provide for a site
and public building at South Bethlehem, Pa.; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds. y

ga also introduced a bill (S. 8317) authorizing the Secretary of
the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian
lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (8. 3318) to correct the military record
of Joseph Rankin; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also infroduced a bill (8. 3319) to correct the military record
of William H. Everson; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs,

He also introduced a bill (S. 3320) to correct the naval record
of John Clark, alias Daniel Andrews; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen-
sions:

A bill (S. 8321) granting a pension to Andrew Comrey;

A bill (8. 3322) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Nagle;

A bill (S. 3323) granting a pension to Eleanor M. Laise;

A bill (S. 3324) granting a pension to Adeline C. Roberts;

A bill (S. 8325) granting an increase of pension to James B. O.
Horbach; and
GeA bﬂ% (sﬁhsazs) granting an inm}-ea.se of pension to Jacob A.

iger (with accom ing papers). =

Hli? FOSTER of mgton (for Mr. ANKENY) introduced a
bill (8. 8327) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. Moore;

which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Pensions.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 8328) grant-
ing to the city of Port Angeles, Clallam County, State of Wash-
ington, for park purposes, certain portions of the Government
reserve in said city; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Public Lands.

He also introdunced a bill (S. 3320) granting a pension to Mary
E. Strong; which was t:_readedt;;iii by its title, and, with the ac-
companying papers, referr: e Committee on Pensions.

Mr. SCO%"'.F introduced a bill (S. 3330) granting an increase of
pension to William H. H. Williams; which was read twice by its
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

Fe also introduced a bill (8. 3331) to authorize the Vulecan Coal
Company, of Vulcan, W. Va., to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big
Sandy River at Vulecan, Mingo County, W. Va., where the same
forms the boundary line between the States of West Virginia and
Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

He also introduced a bill (8. 3332) granting a pension to Thomas
M. Harris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (S. 8333) granting an increase
of pension to William H. Hendrickson; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 8334) granting an in-
crease of pension to Frances G. Belknap; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 8335) granting an increase of pen-
sion to John Waldo; which was read twice by its title, and, with
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sev-
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee
on Territories:

A bill (8. 8336) to provide an additional district judge for the
district of Alaska, and for other purposes;

A bill (8. 3337) to provide for the construction and maintenance
of roads, the establishment and maintenance of schools, and the
care and support of insane and destitute persons in the district of
Alaska, and for other purposes;

A bill (S. 8338) to amend and codify the laws relating to munie-
ipal corporations in the district of Alaska;

A bill (8. 8339) providing for the election of a Delegate to the
House of Representatives from the district of Alaska; and

A bill (8. 5340) to amend an act entitled **An act to define and
punish crimes in the district of Alaska, and to provide a code of
criminal procedure for said district,’”” approved March 3, 1899.

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8. 3341) anthorizing the city
of Nome, a municipal corporation organized and existing under
chapter 21, title 8, of an act of Congress a%]proved June 6, 1900,
entitled ‘“An act making further provision for a civil government
for Alaska, and for other purposes,” to construct a free bridge
across the Snake River at Nome city, in the Territory of Alaska;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 8342) for the relief of the
Nez Percé tribe of Indians in Idaho; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Mr, McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 8343) to anthorize the An-
acostia, Surrattsville and Brandywine Electric Railway Compan:
to extend its street railway in the District of Columbia; whicg
was read twice by its title, and refered to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

He also introduced a bill (S. 3344) for the extension of Shepherd
street northwest from Connecticut avenne to Idaho avenue; which
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the
District of Columbia. -

He also introduced a bill (8. 3345) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Edward Davidson; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions,

He also introduced a bill (S. 3346) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Jacob Hollenbaugh; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (8. 3347) for the estab-
lishment and organization of a nurse corps of trained women
nurses in the United States Navy; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3348) granting a pension
to Helen G. Hibbard; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 3349) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Morgan Dwyer; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions,
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Mr. FATRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions:

A bill (8. 8350) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Har-
bert (with an accompanying paper); and

A bill (8. 3351) granting a pension to Randolph F. Williamson
(with accompanying papers). -

Mr, FOR E}i% introduced a bill (8. 3352) granting an increase
of pension to Mary M. Nash; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 38353) to provide for the
registration and protection of commercial marks, ;}rints, and la-
bels used in foreign or interstate commerce, and for other pur-
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Patents. :

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 8354) to divide the
third judicial division of the district of Alaska into two record-
ing and judicial divisions; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Territories,

He also introduced a bill (S. 8355) to amend an act entitled
“*An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing ani
Alaska, and for other purposes;’ which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills; which were
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee
on Pensions:

A bill (8. 3356) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca A.

eter;

A bill (8. 3357) granting an increase of pension to Welcome B,
French; and
BoA hlixn (8. 8358) granting an increase of pension to Catherine

wsher,

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 8359) for the relief of the
attorney and representative of the Choctaw Nation; which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian

airs.

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (8. 8360) for the relief of the
Muir Glacier Packing Company; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (8. 3361) to ratify, approve, |

and confirm an act duly enacted by the legislature of the Terri-
tory of Hawaii, to anthorize and provide for the maintenance and
supply of fuel and illuminating gas and its by-products in Hono-
Iulu; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico.

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (8. 3362) granfing an |

increase of pension to Daniel H. Wallace; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. HALE (for Mr. SPOONER) introduced a bill (8. 8363) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William A. Murray; which was
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 8364) granting an increase of
pension to Moses Fletcher; which was read twice by its title,and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3365) for the relief of the heirs
at law of Maj. Tarleton Woodson, deceased; which was read
E}w;(_:eby its title, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary

ims.

STATUE OF BENJAMIN HARRISON.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I introduce ajoint resolution which I ask |

may be read at length.

The joint resolution (S. R. 31) authorizing the erection and
maintenance of a statue in memory of the late President Benja-
min Harrison, upon land owned by the United States in the city
of Indianapolis, State of Indiana, was read the first time by its
title and the second time at length, as follows:

Resolved, etc., That the Benjamin Harrison Memorial Association of In-
diana be, and it is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain. on property
owned by the United States in square numbered 36, in the city of Indianapolis,
State of Indiana, a monument in honor of the life and services of the lats
President Benjamin Harrison. The said monument shall be constructed
south of the :
course of erection on said

the Treasury.

Mr. FATRBANKS. As will be seen, the joint resolution an-
thorizes the construction and maintenance, on property of the Gov-
ernment at Indianapolis, of a monument in honor of the life and
services of the late President Benjamin Harrison. I should like
to have its present consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the joint resolution?

square, subject to the approval of the Secretary of

-office, court-honse and custom-house building now in |,

Theye being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as
in Committee of the Whole,

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a joint resolution (S. R.
82) to fill vacancies in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian
Institution; which was read the first time by its title and the sec-
ond time at length, as follows:

Resolved, etc., That the vacanecies in the Board of Regentsof the Smithso-
nian Institution, of the class other than Members of Congress, shall be filled
by the reappointment of John B. Henderson and Alexander Graham Bell,
Qeslﬁ?rm of the city of Washington, whose terms of office expire on January

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I see no reason why the joint
resolution should not be considered now. These vacancies have
to be filled by Congress. Ex-Senator Henderson and Dr. Alex-
ander Graham Bell are regents whose terms expire in a very few
days. I suppose there will be no objection whatever to their
reappointment. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.

The joint resolution wasreported to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

COURT OF PATENT APPEALS,

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have introduced two bills for
the creation of a court of patent appeals. There is very great
interest taken in them by patent attorneys and inventors. h
bill provides for the creation and establishment of a new court
with final jurisdiction in patent matters. The bills differ some-
what in plan and detail. One is supported by a memorandum
explaining the bill and the reasons for it, and the other by a re-
port of the American Bar Association. I ask that each of these
papers may be printed as a Senate document.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What reference does the Sen-
ator desire?

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The papers have been referred to
the Committee on Patents.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti-
cut asks for the printing of the papers which he has just sent to
the desk. Is there objection to the request? The Chair hears
none, and the order is made.

PORT OF SALT LAKE CITY.

Mr. KEARNS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (8. 201) to establish a port of delivery at
Salt Lake City, Utah.

Mr. LODGE. The regular order has not been finished yet?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not.

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection in the world to the bill, and
I hope we shall go to the Calendar and take up all unobjected
bills; but I shall be glad if the regular order may be finished first.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the re-
quest of the Senator from Utah.

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILIS,

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment providing that the im-
migration laws of the United.States in force in the Philippine
Islands shall continue to be administered by the officers of the
Philippine Government, intended to be proposed by him to the
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was
re‘g‘elire?id to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be
printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$55,000 to enable the Secretary of State to provide at a number of
the principal consulates 50 clerks, who shall be American citizens
and shall not receive more than $1,200 a year in any one case, in-
tended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular ap-
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations, and ordered to be printed.

THE PANAMA CANAL.
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:
Resolved, That there I:;Frinted. for the use of the Senats, 2,000 extra copies
of the message of the President of the United States in regard to Panama,
CORRESPONDENCE WITH COLOMBIA,

Mr. DANIEL. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read.
The Secretary read as follows:

. [Resolved by the Senate, That the President of the United States ba,
is hereby, reﬂ;lesteﬂ, if in his opinion conarilstgnt weithntlhe pnbtic ingmu‘e%ilzg
transmit to the Senate all correspondence between the Secretary of State
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and the representatives of the Government of Colombia which has taken
place concerning our relations with that country since the revolution of No-
vember 4 in Panama and which has not been heretofore transmitted.

Mr. CULLOM. I horpe that the resolution will be referred to
the Committes on Foreign Relations,

Mr. ALDRICH. No; let it go over until to-morrow.

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator wants it to go over until to-
morrow. I have no objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the res-
olution will go over.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED,

The bill (H. R. 7849) to authorize the county of Poinsett, in the
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis
River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and
State, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

BRITISH CLAIMS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow-
ing message from the President of the United States; which was
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mttaeonForelgn Relations, and orderedtaobep:mted:
To the Senate:

In to the resolution of the Senate of December 10, 1908, requesting
dent, “if not incompatible with the public intamsm. to transmit
the Senate a list of any claims now pending in the Department of State by
British subjects against the United States, or of citizens of tha United States
against Great Britain,” I transmit herewith a report from the Acting Secre-
tary of State covering the list called for.

THEODORE ROOSEVELT,

Warre House, January 12, 1904,

GORDON, IRONSIDES & FARES COMPANY (LIMITED).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing message from the President of the United States; which was
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed:

To the Senate and House of Representatives:

I transmit a re the Acting Sacnﬂryaf&hta withucmm
pers, in 'tbge g%hcsﬂon of the British Em’ beb.nﬂmg
essts, Gordon, Iro ares Company {Limitad).d&n&da,fmmim

bursement of.s"a" 626, CG. which they allege the United Btates customs anthori-

E:g imgraperly exacted of them in November, 1902, as duties on certain sheep

Inviewo!thefactsurecitodb‘ythe.&ctmg&emﬁryn!ﬂhbamdnhuwn
the correspon Iremmmend that provision be made for the com-

pany’s reimbursemen
THEODORE ROOSEVELT.
Warre Hovse, January 12, 190k,

D’ANGERS BUST OF WASHINGTON.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing message from the President of the United States; which
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the
Committee on Forelgn Relations, and ordered to be printed:

To the Senate and House of Representatlives:
Imnsmitharewithsr t from the Acting
o! tive to desire

t.he French Republie, i
ourtnin Pmnc‘h citizens w to this t a reproduction of
the bust of Washington by vid d‘Angem, which the donors wish to be

o33

of State, with in-

pl?ced L c:llpt.hxt Co accept this gift by jointresolution and that
Trecomimaen n; 33 Y g
suitable provisions be magior its ceremonial tion

'I‘nononl ROOSEVELT.
WaiTE HoUsE, Januwary 12, 1504,

RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA,

Mr. BACON. I offer a Senate resolution, which I ask may be
read, and before the order of reference is made I will say a word,
with the permission of the Senate.

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate, That the President be respectfully informed that
the Senate fs;lotrh n:lhd advisgh %ihe n 1%21 I:g:: t:ﬁt]i: vmgr f‘fs éts rstiﬂcnt:lotl)i.e
of tmt @ c o &0 there may

D Lot mtisfactily d Btsrminadnndnﬁ‘

nd the bli growing £ thge twee::':
Un‘ltad Stntes ] u cof o recen
revolntiun in the consequent secession of Panama from Colom-
‘bi.u and the alleged aui a.mi assistance by the land and naval power of the
nited SBtates in the successful accomplishment of said revolution and seces-
aion through the alle fon:ible prevention by said land or naval forces of
the assertion and maintenance by Colombia of her mvarelgn and authority
and that fall and complete compensation meade by the
Umt.ed States to the Republic of Colombia for the loss nt hsrsomeisnty and
property rights in sofaruthasumam:&bnshmwbeduetomy
act of the United Sht.asthm h the land or naval forces of the
Resolved further, T ident be Tﬁhﬂy informed thlt if it
ghould e to be !l.mprn.ct.lcnbla for the U‘n.ft Btat.as and tha Ra hlic of
Colomb t:grea‘hthmngh
on the

the Bﬂlﬁco{

tion at The e, or to some other tribunal
mmmnﬁmsﬁm mg‘imhﬂnuti}ulmbh growing

omo.tthamsﬁ;a'shcdnrodted.

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, I shall move the reference of the
resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Before doing
so I wish simply to say, with the permission of the Senate, that
I think, from my standpoint, from m gonnderatandm of the facts
as t]zey have now been related to us both in the public prints and
in official communications, this action on the part of the United
States Government is reqmred in justice to Colombia., As, how-
ever, there are doubtless some who will not agree with me on
that point, I desire tosuggest that, considered from another stand-
point, the standpoint of good pohcy and e iency, this action
should be taken%)y the Government of the United States.

We are, gir, committed by our agreeing to the international
convention to the prmcxple of arh:tratlon when there is danger of
war. We are committed Earmc:pla of submission to some
tribunal of a dispute whlch may ead to war in order that there
may be a peaceful solution and determination of the same.

I desire to suggest to the Senate that we delude ourselves if we
think there is no danger of war or of bloodshed growing out of
the recent events in Panama and those which are now in progress.
Of course at this distance it is difficult for us to fully realize the
sitnation; but I hold in my hand, and ask that it may be read from
the desk, a dispatch to the-Washington Post, not from an anony-
mous ent, but from one who has held the official po-
sition of consul at Cartagena, Mr. Clifford Smythe, under date

tto | of January 8, from Bogota, setting forth the condition of affairs

there and the imminent probability of hostilities. I ask that it
may be read from the desk.

&{RESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read as re-
ques
The Secretary read as follows:

WAR OR RUIN OF NATION.
[Special cable to the Washington Post, by Clifford Smythe, former consul at
Cartagena.]

Bogora, January 8, via Galveston, January 9.

It is im’ ble for one not here to understand the d feeling of Colom-
bians on the Panama question. The situation is now cri e national
lifeis at smko War or the disruption of the Colombian Bepubllc will follow

the refusal of the Unitad States to give some satisfaction for the conditions
ghe is permitting on the Isthmus.

Troops are now in essin the Cauca and Bolivar Departments to rush
upon Panamsa when the wm'di.&ﬂven. In all myaxperiem in Colombia I
have never saen the people of conntry so fullyaroused. That they want
wnr is ba%m ment; and if war does not follow an unsatisfactory reply
the oaiked mtas, internal dissensions will absolutely send Colombia

verge

STATEMENT BY MARROQUIN.
hmsntharltyu President tsmtoqnotohim. In

A.B Marrogquin
from me he sent me the fo! ing, and gave permission
fortha csblins of thess latest and anthentic facts concerning the situation

- 'I'hs ﬁple of Colombia still hope that actual conflict may be averted
mocratic intervention in the Senate. Personally, I count on the
assistance of t‘ho Democratic party and the great American peop]u to save
sacred rights of Colombia, which have been so dalonsly wounded.”
It is not tml my belief, but men hjfh in authority have ndn:utted almost
with tears in their e}-ea, that the “un riendly acts* of President Roosevelt
are t.h.rnw the ty and the continuance of the Co]om‘hia.n Republie. ’
Daspite itterness against the Administration, I have been given the
most co‘n‘r‘baous treatment, and Americans throughout Colombia are being
irow:wd which is not cult, as there are scarcely a handful here. That
merican interests are sure to suffer is undeniable. War or an internal
crisis will follow the report of General Reyes to Colombia.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have had that read in full, al-
though there are some things in it which might not be dn‘ectly
pertinent, because I did not desire to t what might be
charged to be a %arbled statement of a dispatch. I desire to say
that in so doing I have no wish in any manner to reflect upon the
President of the United States or npon any Hohtlcal party, and if
I could have done so with propriety I wounld not have had that
partof it read. I thought it was better for the reason stated that
it all should be read

I consider the questaon we are now on not one of party., It is
simply a question, viewed from the present standpoint o policy.
whether or not we shall endeavor to avert imminent war. It is
impossible to conceive that a people who have been so humiliated

ve been the e of Colombia, however weak they may be,
however absolutely hopeless the cause may be, will submit with-
out any resistance or without any attempt to maintain what they
consider to be their honor.

My only fpurpose in having the dispatch read was to call the
attention of the Senate to the fact that matters are in a condition
where, if we do not hold out to those a?lcsopla some prospect that
thatg;leat Uniﬁ i%mtes Government, ~power1;ul a.gd able to do
as it pleases, a proper, magnanimous spirit en eavormﬂce-

eg to adjust these differences, there must be war and

Nﬁdmbaén c%a* doubt fga moment whatttgén rﬁsu]t of m(lzlh a wm';
WO course this pigmy can no against the grea
giant, the United States, But, Mr. President, oerl:am as it is that
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we will prevail, what would it profit us if in the contest thousands
of those people were slain? at would it t us if thousands
of our officers and soldiershad to yield up their lives unnecessarily?

I believe if the Congress of the United States and if the Presi-
dent of the United States will hold out to those people any possible
assurance that there will be an adjustment which will be compati-
ble with their honor, that this bloodshed can be avoided.

I am anxious that in the accomplishment of this great work,
which was to be the great crowning work of peace, we shall not
have to shed human {)ll.ood. Mr, President, we have had enough
of it, What are a few paltry dollars or a few paltry million
dollars to the Government of the United States, in the settlement
of such a guestion, compared to the blood of our citizens? What
are these paltry millions of dollars compared with what may be
considered honorable and right dealing on the part of the United
State},-s. all-powerful as it is, with a weak and almost powerless

e?

peffpwe have not been in the wrong, it ought to be peacefnlly
ascertained; it ought to be ascertained, not by the arbitrament of
the sword. If we have been in the right, that question onght not
to be determined by the rule of might, but by the impartial judg-
ment of those whose judgment will be accepted by the civilized
world, so that if we are in the right we have nothing to lose. But
if, on the contrary, Mr. President, we have done wrong—this reso-
lution does not say that we have, and I do not say so in this il_ace.—
if we have done wrong, I may say, there is not power enough in all
the world to make nus do right unless we wish to do right. But if
we have done wrong, there ought not to be power enough in all
the world to keep us from doing right even to the est and
least powerful of people.

Therefore I hope, gir, that this resolution, if no other Senator
dflesires to speak upon it, may go to the Committee on Foreign
Relations, where it may have due and proper consideration, and
that it may come back. .

1 sincerely trust, Mr. President, that even the introduction of
this resolution may have a tendency to stay the ontbreak which
is threatened.

1 will say that in the introduction of this resolution I had no
disposition to invade the province of the President of the United
States, and I do not think that the Senate, in the adoption of the
resolution, will invade the mﬁnce of the President of the United
States. The Constitution distinctly makes the Senate an advisory
body for the President of the United States in the negotiation of
treaties. In the early history of the Government the President
of the United States communicated with the Senate and asked its
advice prior to the negotiation of treaties.

There have been instances, even during the limited period when
I have had the honor to sit in this body, when similar resolutions
%ve been introduced, though I'am not sure that they were

opt

I desire, sir, having said very much more than I intended in the
beginning, to assure the Senate that I introduce this resolution in
no partisan spirit; that I introduce it in the ntmost faith, in
the hope that the action of the Senate may redound to the good
ot our people; may prevent bloodshed; may vindicate us before
the world that we have done no wrong, and show us where the
right is if we have departed from it in any particular.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia

Mr. Bacox] has moved that the resolution be referred to the
mmittee on Foreign Relations.

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, if I rightly apprehend that reso-
lation, it is,in the first place. in the nature of advice to the Presi-
dent to enter npon anegotiation with Colombia. As to the right
of the Senate to givesuch advice o the President I have nodonbt;
but this resolution, as I understand it, goes further, and instructs
the President as to the course of that negotiation. But, Mr.
President, my objection to this resolution is much deeper than
that, Negotiations, as is well known, are pending between Gen-
eral Reyes and the Secretary of State. They are in communica-
ﬁm. ‘What the conditions of their negotiations are we do not

OW.

Mr, DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques-
tion?

Mr. LODGE. Certainly.

Mr. DANIEL. Is it not true that those negotiations are ended?

Mr. LODGE. Not to my knowledge. I do not speak here on
the basis of newspaper reports.

Mr. DANIEL. May I ask the Senator whether he is informed
as to whether or not those negotiations are ended?

Mr. LODGE. Not to my knowledge. All I can say is that
I am not aware that they are ended. y

think for us to come into the Senate with a resolution dis-
tinctly in the interest of Colombia would be a most harmful
thing. I do not want even to discuss such a resolution. I do not
think it onght to be discussed.

I am as anxious as the Senator from Georgia or anyone else can
be to avert war and bloodshed, but I believe nothing could be
more calculated to bring on fighting on the Isthmus between the
people of Colombia and the people of Panama than the passage
(éf such a resolution as that introduced by the Senator from

eorgia.

I want to bring this matter to a direct vote without a refercnce
to the committee, and therefore, Mr, President, I shall move to
lay the resolution upon the table.

r. TELLER. t is not fair.
: Mrh.aBAOON. I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will not

o that.

Mr. ALDRICH. Let ushave a vote on it, then.

Mr. LODGE. What I wantis to get a vote on it, and I know
of no other way than that.

Mr. MORGAN. You will get a vote on it. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. Lopae] moves to lay the resolution of the Senator from
Georgia on the table. That motion takes precedence of the mo-
tion to refer.

Mr. TELLER. I will venture tosay, even if it be out of order,
that this is an unusual proceeding in this body. I will take oc-
casion affer the resolution is laid on the table to express my
opinio%’f:bﬁgfﬂ%m' tempore. The Chair is obliged to rul

The TO : e ir is obli e
that the motion is in%lﬂer.

Mr. LODGE. Ihave no desire to prevent discussion. I sim-
ply want to bring the resolution to a vote—that is all—without
its reference to the committee. |

Mr, BACON. I trustthe Senator will withdraw that motion.

Mr. LODGE. I have no other alternative. If the Senate will
agree to take the vote before the hour of 2 o’clock, I am perfectly
willing to withhold the motion.

Mr. DANIEL. If seems to me very unreasonable—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, e pending motion is not
debatable. :

Mr. DANIEL. I understand that it is not, but it has been de-
bated, Mr. President.

Mr. LODGE. I will withhold the motion, as the Senator from

V:ﬁma wishes to be heard.

. DANTEL. As the question has already been debated by
two Senators, I suppose that a third one will have the same right
as the other two had.

It would be very extraordinary to vote upon that resolution
either fo-day or to-morrow. It is a new proposition, one which
as yet not even the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopgg], who
has listened so attentively to it, could fully digest and compre-
hend without additional reflection.

The due and proper course is that the resolution should go to
the committee, like other resolutions of that kind that it shonld
not be treated with a drumhead court-martial—as other mat-
ters have been attempted to be treated in this body, which have
heretofore been of a class which commanded the utmost respect
of all parties and of all interested in the honest and just admin-
istration (iiﬁé)bﬁc affairs.

Mr. TE R. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. LopeEg], who has taken charge of the business of
the Senate, should at least allow that we may say a word or two
on this subject.

This resolution is an important one. I am not myself prepared
to vote on it now. I do not know, in the haste with which it was
read, whether it does go beyond the power of this Senate or not.

It seems to me when the Senator from Georgia moved to refer
the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations that that
ought to have been satisfactory to everybody in this Chamber.
If the resolution goes further than it should, it will be the priv-
ilege of that committee to so amend it and change it as to bring
it within the proper rule. =

I should like very much to vote for a resolution in favor of
arbitration upon any controversy that may arise between us and
Colombia on this subject or any other.

I think, Mr, President, that this resolution ought to go to the
Committee on Foreign Relations. I do not know that I want to
vote on it as it stands just now for fear the criticism made by the
Senator from Massachusetts might be correct. I am not suffi-
ciently keen in my judgment and perception, Mr. President, to
always know on two minutes’ notice whether a matter of this
character is an infraction of law or not, but I know some things
that every man here knows, and one is that it has not been the
custom of this body to dispose of mattersof thiskind in thissum-

wa% I shonld certainly vote against laying the resolution
on g e table. Bnuf, suppose it should turn out when I come toex-
amine i, that I have made up-my mind that it goes further than
it on%ht to go, I wonld then stand committed to a proposition
that I certainly would not have voted for if I had thought it had
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gone further than it shonld have gone, because I had no oppor-
tunity to examine the resolution.

The motion to lay the resolution on the table is contrary to the
custom of this Senate. While it has been recognized, Mr. Presi-
dent, that there should be the power of disposing of debate on a
question when a majority wanted to do so by a motion to lay it
on the table, this is the first time in my experience in this body
that I have ever known a motion of this kind to be made under
such circumstances.

I think the resolution ought to go to the committee of which
the Senator from Massachusetts is a member. The committee is
organized for th:u}mrpose of seeing that just such resolutions are
kept within the rules, and the Senator from Georgia [Mr, Bacox],
recognizing the usnal custom of the Senate upon a resolution of
this kind, has himself suggested that it go, or he moved that it
go, to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Massachusetts desires to
make the motion which he has indicated, I will withdraw the mo-
tion to refer the resolution fo the Committee on Foreign Relations,
and under the rule it will lie over until to-morrow.

Mr. LODGE. I submit that it is toolate, Mr. President. Two
motions have been made. : A

Mr. BACON. Thereisno motion pending, and, therefore, how
could it be too late?

Mr. LODGE. There are twd motions pending.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ir nnderstood the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts to withdraw his motion.

Mr. LODGE. 1 withheld it.

Mr, BACON. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] could
not have (}'troceadedif the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe]
had not done so.

Mr. LODGE. Very well. If the Senator wants it to go over
until to-morrow, I have no objection, but I shall renew the motion
then. :

Mr. BACON. I am perfectly willing to let it go over for to-day;
but if the Senator is going to move that it lie on the table I will
withdraw my motion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia
withdraws his motion to refer the resolution.

Mr. BACON. And I ask that the resolution be printed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection to its present
consideration? .

Mr. CULBERSON. I object, Mr, President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Objection being made to its
present consideration, the resolution will, under the rule, go over
and be printed.

Mr. BACON. The Chair did not understand me to have with-
drawn the motion to refer to ask for the present consideration of
the resolution? :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would be considered pres-
ently unless objection were made,

Mr. BACON. I understand the rule to be the other way—that,
as a matter of course, a resolution goes over unless there be
unanimous consent for its present consideratiom.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does.

Mr, BACON. My only object in calling attention to it was
that it might not appear in the REcorp that I was inconsistent
when I had made no request for the present consideration of the
resolution.

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, before we pass from thissub-
ject I'want to see if I understood what the Senator from Georgia
stated about the author of the newspaper dispatch that he had
read from the Secretary’s desk. What was the statement the
Senator made in regard to the anthor of that dispateh?

Mr. BACON. I made no statement except that which is found
on the face of the paper, that he was formerly consul at a place,
the name of which was read. That is the only statement I made.

AMr. FORAKER. Iheard that much, but I did not know but
that something else had been said, and T wanted to be sure
about it.

Mr. BACON. There was nothing more than that.

Mr. FORAKER. I have taken the trouble to telephome the
State Department—

Mr. BACON. The only additional statement I made as to it
was that this was not from an anonymous correspondent, and I
gave the name,

Mr. FORAKER. I have taken the trouble to telephone to the
State Department to find out who Mr, Clifford Smythe is. Ifind
that he was appointed consul at Cartagena, Colombia, in March,
1894, by President Cleveland, and that he was at that time resid-
ing at Cartagena. How long he had been residing there no one
seems to know. He was credited, however, to the State of New
York; so that he was possibly originally a citizen of New York,
but he seems to have for some reason located and become inter-
ested in that country. I mention that in order that it may have

~

such weight as Senators may see fit to give to it as affecting the
character of the dispatch which he has sent.

Mr. SPOONER. Was that paper read?

Mr. FORAKER. The paper was read from the Secretary’s
desk as a part of the remarks made by the Senator from Georgia
[Mr. Bacox], and the reason why the Senator from Georgia
thinks that there ought to be adopted such a resolution as that
which he has offered, a resolution which proceeds npon the theory
that some great wrong has been done by the United States.

Mr, President, we have had a detailed history from the Presi-
dent of the United States as to all that has been done by the
United States with respect to this controversy, with respect to
Panama, and with respect to the recognition of the Republic of
Panama. Does any member of this body pretend tosay that that
account so given by the President is not ﬁtﬁ, is not complete, that
it does not embody everything that has been done? I have not
heard of anybody making any such charge.

Mr. President, if it be true that the President of the United
States has laid before this body, in his message to Congress, all
the facts connected with that transaction—the recognition of the
Republic of Panama—all the facts pertaining o ouraction there,
let some Senator put his hand upon a single step or a single fact
connected with this Government, or for which this Government
is bl(;espoglsible, of which he can say that there was anything wrong
about it.

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is procezding by
nnanimous consent.

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask
him a question?

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly.

Mr. DANIEL. I have not heard discussed on the floor of the
Senate by any Senator the right of the President to order an act
of war upon a Government at that time friendly with this nation.
Does he consider that that would be right?

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the President of the United
States has not ordered war to be made upon a friendly govern-
ment. There has been no act of war that I know anything about.

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him another
question?

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly.

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator consider a direction to the
naval officers of the United States to prevent the troops of Colom-
bia from attacking an insurrectionary force not an act of war?

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, he has not done any such
thing. The President of the United States, as set forth in his
message, has simply done that which has been done over and over
again.

ng. DANIEL. When2

Mr. FORAKER. By Republican and Democratic Administra-
tions alike—

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no.

Mr. FORAKER. In the effort to discharge our duty under our
treaty of 1846 with New Granada tomaintain free from interrap-
tion the transit across the Isthmus. Over and over again marines
have been landed. What for? Not to make war upon anybody,
but to prevent war.

Mr, DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. FORAEKER. Certainly.

Mr. DANIEL. To prevent war between whom?

lér.hFORAK.ER. ’.lPo prevent war by anybody whomight want
to t.

M%. DANIEL. Does the Senator considerthat the United States
has a right to send its naval forces to prevent war between other
nations by fighting one of them?

Mr. FORAKER. No: we have not fought anybody nor do we
propose to fight anybody.

Mr. DANIEL. Were they not directed to fight if the other
forces had appeared?

Mr. FORAKER. Onur marines were directed to prevent war or
bloodshed along the transit that would interfere with its use.

Mr. DANIEL. By force?

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator from
Virginia a question. Does the Senator from Virginia think that
the President of the United States should have sat idly by and
permitted belligerent forces tocome into conflict along that transit?

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; Ido,

Mr. FORAKER. And there fight it out and interrupt the use
of the transit?

Mr. DANIEL. I think he had no right to prevent it, I say to
the Senator very promgt-ly; and that is the issue between us.

Mr. FORAKEK. Then, Mr, President——

Mr. DANIEL. While I am up, if the Senator will allow me to
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ask him a question, will he kindly inform the Senate whether or
not cther Secretaries of State have not so expounded the law—
Republican Secretaries of State—that we did not have a right to
interfere with forces under similar circumstances? Have not Mr.
Blaine, Mr. Fish, Mr. Seward, and others so held; and has not
that been the settled policy of this country with respect to
Colombia?

Mr. FORAKER. I think just the reverse has been the settled
policy of this country with respect to Colombia ever since the
treaty of 1846. I think it has been the settled policy of this coun-
try, whenever war or bloodshed was threatened in the neighbor-
hood of or along that transit, to land our forces to prevent it.

Mr, DANIEL. And to attack one of the other forces?

Mr. FORAKER. We did not attack anybody there.

Mr. DANIEL. Wedid not attack them because they did not
come. We had prevented them from coming.

Mr. FORAKER. If they had come, we would have protected
the transit.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators must observe the
rules of the Senate and address the Chair when desiring to inter-
Eupt. each other. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] has the

00T,

Mr. FORAKER. If they had come and had attacked our
forces, or had attacked anybody else who was in the use of the
transit, and had by force and violence prevented the use of it, or
had obstructed or embarrassed its use, it would have been the
duty of the United States to relieve that situation, and for such
a purpose they had the right, and that right has been exercised
over and over again, to land the marines and make such use of
them as might be necessary. We have never undertaken to at-
tack anybody.

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask
him another question?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. FORAKER. I will yield to the Senator from Virginia as
much as he thinks I should yield to him.

Mr, DANIEL. I thank the Senator for his courtesy. My only
object is to get at the truth of this matter. My understanding
of the dispatches which have been communicated to us by the
President is that the naval forces of the United States were di-
rected to land and to intervene to prevent the troops of the friendly
Republic of Colombia from getting to the insurrectionary troops
of Panama. Is not that the understanding of the Senator?

Mr. FORAKER. I do not sounderstand the dispatches, Mr,
President. I have not scen anything in the dispatches that goes
to that extent. The dispatches show that it was the order of the
President, properly communicated to our representatives, that
our marines there should land, and that they should protect that
transit from interruption; and in that behalf they should not al-
low any conflict between any military forces along that transit.

That is our duty, Mr. President, under the treaty of 1846; and
if in the discharge of that duty, which we are under a solemn ob-
ligation to perform, Colombia was deterred from coming there to
attack the insurgents, that is a mere incident of the discharge of
our duty, for which we have no responsibility whatever.

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. FORAKER. Yes.

Mr. CARMACK. When the Senator says that the orders of

the President were intended to prevent war, does he not mean
that they were intended to prevent war between the Republic of
Colombia and the insurgents in Panama?
* Mr. FORAKER. Not at all, Mr. President. They were in-
tended to prevent war between those forces or any other forces
along the line of that transit. They counld do all the fighting
they wanted to do, removed from that transit. We were seeking
to protect the transit; nothing more. That was ounr obligation in
Panama.

Mr. CARMACK. Iwant toask the Senator one more question.
‘We have had to protect that transit frequently; but did it ever
before occur that this Government assumed the right to prevent
Colombia from landing her own troops upon her own soil to sup-
press an insurrection against her own Government?

Mr. HALE, Will the Senator from Ohio let me ask him a
guestion?

Mr. FORAKER,
ator from Tennessee.

We never had this precise case bafore, but we have in other
instances prevented Colombia from transporting troops over this
transit. That has been done repeatedly.

Mz, CARMACK. I know, but if I understand it, we never
went to the point of saying that Colombia should not land her
troops in Panama. This was done, I will suggest to the Senator,

As soon as I answer the question of the Sen-

before there was any movement of insurrection in Panama. An
order was given that the troops should not be allowed to land be-
fore there was any movement of insurrection in Panama,

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me a
moment?

Mr. FORAKER. As soon as I have answered the Senator
from Tennessee,

We did not prevent Colombia from landing her troops in Pan-
ama. She couldland them at any place in Panama she saw fit to
land them, except only in the neighborhood of this transit.

Mr. CARMACK. No.

Mr. HALE. What I want to ask the Senator——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly.

Mr. HALE. I want o ask the Senator is not this whole thing
a question, under the treaty of 1846, of protecting and keeping
free the transit? The President, in whatever he did, restrained
Panama equally with Colombia. Had Panama’'s position been
one of hostility to and interference with the transit across the
Isthmus, would not the President’s action have been precisely the
same, and was he in any way restraining one more than another
in protecting the transit?

Mr. FORAKER. Notatall. Iam much obliged to the Sena-
tor from Maine for that statement. I have been trying to get an
opportunity to make that identical statement.

We were not intervening in hostility to Colombia; we were not
intervening in hostility to anybody; but we were intervening in
behalf of peace, to discharge our treaty obligations, and to pre-
serve that transit from interruption. y

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President— 5

Mr. FORAKER. And to stop bloodshed. Now, Mr. Presi-
dent, the result of what was done by the President is his best
vindication. The revolution has been a bloodless revolution. If
it ceases to be bloodless, and war and loss of life are to ensue, it
will be because of a responsibility that does not rest on the
President, but upon those who make such speeches as indicate
that here in the Senate of the United States an opinion prevails,
for which there is absolutely no warrant, that the President of
the United States committed wrong against the Government of
Colombia.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr, President—

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator permit me to ask another
question? _

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. FORAKER. Ido.

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood the statement of the Sena-
tor from Ohio to be that the President’s directions were that no
troops of Colombia should be permitted to land in the vicinity of
the tramsit. I call the Senator’s attention to the instructions
themselves, if he will permit me to read the sentence, This is
dated November 2, before the revolution even:

Prevent landing of any armed force with hostile intent, either Govern-
ment or insurgent, at any point within 50 miles of Panama. Government
force reported approaching the Isthmus in vessals. Prevent their landing
if, in your judgment, the landing would precipitate a conflict.

I will ask the Senator if that does not prevent the landing of
any Colombian troops at any point within 50 miles of Panama,
the beginning of the transit?

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly it does. That is exactly what T
have stated. It prevents the landing of Colombian troops at
either terminus, at Colon or at Panama, or in the neighborhood
of the transit; that they shonld not be allowed to land in such
proximity as that by a day’s march they might come upon the
transit and precipitate war and bloodshed.

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator consider 50 miles within the
neighborhood of the transit?

r. FORAKER. The distingunished Senator from Virginia
knows that 50 miles is not very far away for light marching
troops; that if they are allowed to concentrate an army within 50
miles of the transit, it is only a day’s time to precipitate a conflict,
war, and bloodshed. I think it was a wise order the President
gave in that respect. How far away would the Senator require
troops to be landed in order that they might not interfere with
the transit?

_Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques-

tion?

'Iigg PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield?

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I yield.

Mr. DANIEL. Was it not the duty of Colombia herself to
protect that transit?

Mr. FORAKER. It may have been,

Mr. DANIEL. Was it not her primary duty?
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Mr. FORAKER. Colombia was not protecting the transit,

Mr. DANIEL. Were not her t going there to protect it?

Mr. FORAKER. I have not the dispatches before me; but if
my information is not incorrect and if my recollection is not at
faunlt, Colombia made a request of the United States that we send
our troops there at this very time for the purpose of preserving
order, as we were required without any request from her to do
by the obligations of the treaty.

Mr. CARMACEK. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator Tennessee?

Mr. FORAKER. I yield.

Mr. CARMACK. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that
Secretary Hay, in a telegram to our consul after this revolution
had occurred, told him to express to the authorities of Panama
that they would be expected to defend the transit under the treaty
of 1846; that is the substance of it. In other words, thatthe new
State of Panama, inheriting the obligation that had belonged to
Colombia under the treaty of 1846, was itself under obligation to

rotect and defend the transit. If Panama had that right under

e treaty of 1846, Colombia had the right under the treaty of 1848,

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. ent, I am not going to answer that
argument in the way in which it is advanced by the Senator from
Tennessee, for I have already answered it. The complete answer
to it is in the fact that we havealways interpreted our treaty obli-

tion to require of us that whenever the transit is threatened
gm any source whatever it is our duty to protect it.

Mr, CARMACK., Without being asked to do so by Colombia?

Mr. FORAKER. Without being asked to do so by Colombia
or anybody else, It isour solemn treaty obligation. If Colombia

-does not do it, it is for us to do it, and we can not ignore it.

Mr. CARMACK. But Colombia must have a right to try to
do it, must she not?

Mr. FORAKER. Buf Colombia was not coming there to pre-
serve order. Colombia was coming there to wage war—

Mr. CARSTACK, Upon whom?

Mr. FORAKER. Now, Mr. President, a motion was made to
lay this resolution on the table. Iam sorry that under the pro-
ceedings which were had it is impossible for that motion to be
voted upon at this time. It ought to be voted upon at this time
that this resolution might be disposed of immediately, because it
is just such resolutions as this and just such speeches as we have
m listening to here that are calculated to make war and blood-

The Senator from Georgia sent up to the desk and had read a
letter from the former consul, Mr. Smythe. I wish to call the
:ﬁt_ﬁion of the Senate to one paragraph in it. It was all read, 1

Mr. GALLINGER. It was all read.

Mr. FORAKER. I think it was all read. It has been sug-
gested by some one near me that a part of it was not read.

The PRESIDENT tempore. It was all read.

Mr. FORAKER. ?rt?nnk t was read; but what I want to eall
#’tention to is this statement of President Marroquin, of Colom-

ia.

As high an authority as President Ma uin permits me to quote him.

In answer to & message from me he sent me the following and gave is-
gion for the cabling of these latest and authentic facts tﬁa sito-

ation here:
“The people of Colombia still hope that actual conflict may be averted
through tic intervention in the Senate.” .

Mr. CARMACK. I hope so, too.

Mr. FORAKER. Now we have the open avowal from one of
the most distinguished Democrats in this body that he does hope
that through Democratic intervention that result may be accom-

ished.
phhﬂir. CARMACEK. Bloodshed prevented.

Mr. FORAKER. Well, I am not done yet:

“Personally I count on the assistance of the Democratic partmd the

t American people to save the sacred rights of Colombia, w. have
m go scandalously wounded.”

Now, Mr. President, we have avowed here in the Senate senti-
ments precisely the same as those that are being avowed by the
officials of Colombia and the same as those that are being enter-
tained by the people of Colombia, according to this cablegram
from Mr. Smythe.

Mr. D L. If the Senator will permit a question, has not
the Senator the same sentiments as those of the insurrectionists

in 2

Mr. FORAKER. Iunderstand that we had nothing to do with
one side or the other in that conflict.

Mr. MORGAYg It is armed neutrality. 4

Mr. FORAKER. But if we should ratify the treaty which has
heen p , we would have another and a different kind of an
obligation, of which I am not here at Liberty to speak, but with

which all Senators are familiar. But for the time pending the
ratification of the treaty with Panama, our obligation remains as
it has remained there without interruption since 1846.

It is an obligation to preserve that transit from any kind of in-
terruption. If men want to fight there we have a right to order
them away and to require them to go away. Acting in that be-
half there is nothing unreasonable in the fact that the President
shonld not allow any troops to be landed, for the purpose of mak-
ing war, within 50 miles of the transit,

ow comes this resolution of which I wish to speak. In the
first place, it proceeds thronghout upon the theory that onr Gov-
ernment has committed some wrong. I challenge Senators on
the other side to point out what step been taken by this Gov-
ernment that was wrong., Let them indicate what point in the
President’s narration of events they take exception to.

Mr. MORGAN. You will giveus time to do that, will you not?

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, certainly; we will give you time,

Mr. MORGAN. Allright. All we want is alittle time todoit.

Mr. FORAKER. Let us go on and understand what it isin
behalf of Colombia that these Senators want to point out as their
objection to the President’s action. We have this resolution, I
say, proceeding upon the theory that there is some great wrong.
There is no wrong except onl&the assertion that in doing what
was done, as an incident to it, Colombia was prevented from mak-
ing war upon Panama along the line of that transit. This resolu-
tion, proceeding nupon that idea, declares, first, that the Presi-
dent shall enter into negotiations for a new treaty with Colombia,
a treaty by the provisions of which we shall make such tion
to Colombia as she may be entitled to in the judgment of the ne-
gotiators and in the judgment of Senators who may vote to ratify
such a treaty.

We deny in the outset that there has been any wrong; we deny
that Colombia has anfngelaim against us of any kind whatsoever.

Then, in the next place, failing to make such a treaty with her,
the President is directed tfo take the necessary steps to submit
this to The Hague tribunal of arbitration,

Mr. President, it seems to me there is no occasion for such reso-
Intions; and it seems to me also that this is a most serious mat-
ter, for if this is to have any effect at all it is, as I said a moment
ago, to turn a bloodless revolution into one that is to be attended
with bloodshed, war, and pillage. 'We do not want to be respon-
sible for that. X

Is it true, as President Marroguin has stated, that the depend-
ence of the Colombians is npon the Democratic party in the
United States, or rather the Democratic party as represented in
the Senate of the United States?

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator a question?

The PRESIDING O%FICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair).
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Alabama?

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly.

Mr. MORGAN. Arenot the Senator and the Republican
and the President all dependent on the Democratic vote for a rati-
fication of the Hay-Varilla treaty, the one that is pending in the
Senate?

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; certainly.

Mr. MORGAN, Youn are dependent on ns?

Mr. FORAKER. We certainly hope that there are Democrats
who will vote for that treaty, and we certainly hope there are
Democrats who will rise above party requirements, if it has been
sought to make it a party question, and vote with their country
and for its interests.

Mr. MORGAN. Then why does the Senator from Ohio under-
take to make this a party question and to devolve the responsi-
bility of the President's action on the Democratic party?

Mr. FORAKER. We do not undertake to make it a party
question.

Mr. MORGAN. That is what you are doing.

Mr. FORAKER. We undertake simply to answer those who
are trying to make it a party question. Let me inquire of the
mover of this resolution whether it was considered in the Demo-
cratic caucus?

Mr. BACON. What was the inquiry of the Senator?

Mr. FORAKER. What is theorigin of the resolution? Has it
been considered in the Democratic cancus, may I ask?

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr, President, I do not think the Senator
would have a right to make that inquiry, but I have no objec-
tion—

Mr. FORAKER. Then—

Mr. BACON. The Senator ought to permitme, I think, to com-
plete my sentence.

Mr. FORAKER. What isit?

Mr. BACON. Am I not entitled to complete my sentence?

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. :

Mr. BACON. The Senator did not seem fo recognize that right.

Mr. FORAKER. I beg pardon.
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Mr. BACON. Iwas proceeding to say that the Senator had no
right to propound the inguiry, especially in the dictatorial and
domineering manner in which it was made, but that I had no
objection to saying to the Senator that the resolution originated
solely with myself, and that it was never seen by any other hnman
being except the stenographer until after the Senate met this
morning, when I showed it to two or three Senators around me,

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator will not think that I asked
the question in a domineering or dictatorial tone, or in such a
manner. I asked it only because it was suggested on the other
gide that this was being made a party question. That was said
after I had made the statement that we hoped Democrats would
vote with us upon these propositions. I asked it in order that I
might bring out the fact that I was justified in the belief I had
expressed that this was not a Democratic measure; that it had
not been introduced or considered in the Democratic caucus, but
that it had originated with the very distinguished Senator from
Georgia, and that he alone was responsible for it.

Mr. BACON. Absolutely and exclusively.

Mr. FORAKER. Iimagined so. I never thought for one mo-
ment that it had originated otherwise, and I only wanted to bring
out the fact that it was not one of the Democratic caucus measures
that had been introduced here by direction of the caucus for the
purpose of making this a party question.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment in
this connection—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would call the atten-
tion of the Senator from Georgia to the fact that he must obtain

rmission to interrupt the Senator holding the floor. Does the

tor from Ohio yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. FORAKER. I yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia.

Mr. BACON. I desire simply to say to the Senator from Ohio
that as the aunthorship was definitely ascertained he onght to give
to the anthor credit for sincerity in the statement made when the
resolutions were presented, to the effect that it was not designed
as a party question, but one in which I hoped all Senators, regard-
less of party, would sympathize because of the object to avert
threatened hostilities.

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I did give the Senator credit
for that—at least, in my own mind—and when it seemed that some
question had been made ahout it on the Senator’s side of the Cham-
ber I sought to make it perfectly clear,and put it in the REcorp,
that the resolution had originated with the Senator alone, and
that he did not have a party purpose in view, but that he was pro-
ceeding according to what his best judgment directed him to do
in order that he might properly disc his duty.

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. FORAKER. Now, I have said all I am going to say, and
I quit. as I began, with an expression of regret that it is not pos-
sible for us to at once take a vote npon the resolution and put it
out of consideration in the Senate, and thus show to Colombia
that she is being misled, as I fear, by the expressions made by
ﬁme Democrats, at least, in the Senate, to her very great preju-

ce.

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Ohio give me his views of
the construction of thethirty-fifth article of the treaty of 1848 be-
fore he takes his seat? It says:

The Government of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the
United States that the right of wayor transit across the Isthmus of Panama
upon any modes of communication that now exist, or that may be hereafter
ot db’e aptgn ;1;1 free to thedﬂwarnmpcligs a:}d citizens of the

es, and for the transportation of any articles of produce, manu-
factures, or merchandise of ]sjvlul commerce zelonging to the citizens of

the United States.

Then again: N

And, in order to secure to themselves thahtnt{nﬂand constantenjoyment
of these advan and as an especial compensa Y

on for the said adv:rnm
and for the favors they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth arti
of this treaty, the United States gnarantee positively and efficaciously to
New Granada, by the present stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the be-
fore-mentioned Isthmus, with the view that the free transit from the one to
the other sea may not be interrupted or embarrs in any future time
while this treaty exists; and in consequence the United States tee,
in the same manner, the rights of sovereignty and property which Eew Gran-
ada has and possesses over the said territory.

Now, I ask the Senator this question, and I simply ask the Sen- | be

ator for the of getting his views. When we nteed
the nentrality 5} the Isthmus—it says “ of the before-mentioned
Isthmus*—does that mean that we gnaranteed that the Isthmus
ghall not become the theater of war in the future, so far as for-
eign powers are concerned, and also so far as Colombia is con-
cerned in factions and dissensions? When we simply guaranteed
the nentrality of the entire Isthmus to prevent foreign countries
from going there and entering into war, have we also the right to
prevent the people of Colombia from going there and preventing
their own people from entering into a war?

Mr. FO . What we undertook to guarantee was that

the transit should be preserved free from interruption, and we
nndertook to do whatever might be necessary in that behalf, no
matter whether its interruption might be threatened by citizens
of Colombia, or officials of Colombia, or soldiers of Colombia.
Wheever might come there and interrupt it we were bound to
suppress, we were bound to preserve the peace, and we were bound
to do whatever might be necessary to that end.

Article 35 of the treaty of 1846 has been construed over and
again by all the Administrations that have followed since then.
‘I%:lre is no question about its construction; neither, in my judg-
ment, is there any question but that every act done by President
Roosevelt and every message sent by our Government to Panama
in connection with this transaction were strictly within that con-
struction. -

Mr, DANIEL, Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from
Qhio is always extremely courteous and considerate of all his
colleagues in debate. 'While his manner isanimated and forcible,
and not thereby less attractive, he has always heard their queries
with great courtesy and patience. Ithank him for the considera-
tion and courtesy he has shown me this morning in my interrup-
tions of his discourse. Heis the first speaker upon this floor who
has touched acutely the points in disputation between gentlemen
who favor the policy which he does and gentlemen who feel con-
strained by their sense of what is due to the Constitution of the
United States, to our solemn treaties, and to international law
to dissent.

Mr. FORAKER. May I interrupt the Senafor just a moment?

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly.

Mr. FORAKER. Was the Senator taking the floor on the
question? I had yielded it. :

: Mr. DANIEL. I took the floor to accept the Senator’s chal-
enge.

Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator wanted to ask me a
question is the reason why 1 was remaining standing. I wish to
say to the Senator that I appreciate his appreciation of m
courtesy, and I am glad I did not show any domineering attitude
toward the Senator from Virginia—

Mr. DANIEL. I am sure the Senator did not.

Mr. FORAKER. As the Senator from Georgia thonght I did
toward him.

Mr. BACON. I1hope the Senator from Virginia will permit
me to say that in a moment of possibly too much feeling I used
hasty language to the Senator from Ohio, than whom there is no
man in the Senate I hold in higher esteem.

Mr, SPOONER. I am glad that the controversy need not be
referred to the tribunal at The Hagne. [Laughter.

Mr. BACON. “The Senator will mark the fact that the résoln-
tion pr that the United States and Colombia shall settle
their differences between themselves, and only go to The Hague
in case they can not. That is the same solution I now tender to
the Senator from Ohio, which I hope he will receive in proper

spirit.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia will

ji) .

Mr. DANIEL. While this state of excellent good feelingis ex-
isting, and while I am in somewhat good humor myself now, I
may at some time in the future be a little impatient, and I beg to
bespeak the charity of my friends beforehang.a

The Senate can not have been unobservant of the fact, nor do I
think the country will be unobservant of the fact when it has
awakened to the reality of the differences in this Chamber, that
the distingnished Senators who have heretofore addressed them-
selves to this subject have avoided or tonched gingerly the real
18810e8.

The distingnished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopag]
made an elaborate argunment, in which he poured an encyclopedia
on recognifion in the forefront of his speech and then glided
tenderly over the points in dispute.

The Senator from Ohio challenges this side to put their fingers
upon the points in this policy which they objectto. I acceptthat
challenge, and I accept also the statement of his own side,
which the Senator to-day has made more clearly and more man-
fully and openly than any of his predecessors. He declares it to

his judgment and [}mts this question upon the ground that it
was the duty of the United States, under the treaty of 1546, to
see to it that an open transit was preserved across the Isthmus,

That is one pr%maiﬁon. A second proposition was that it was
the duty of the United States, in co uence of its right to pro-
tect an open transit, to send the armed ?oroes of the United States
to keep the State of Colombia, which was the owner and sovereign
of that country, from landing troops in the vicinage of the transit
line, or within 50 miles thereof; and, thirdly, that this was in
accordance with the historical precedents of the United States.

I will reverse the order in which I join issue with the honorable
Senator. First, I deny that it is witilxin the historical precedents
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of the United States, either as to Colombia or as to any other
nation.

It is singular enough that Mr. Loomis, the Assistant Secretary
of State, who on behalf of the Administration took the American
people into his confidence, has cited none; that the President of
the United States has cited none; that the distinguished member
of the Foreign Relations Committee and the distinguished Sena-
tor from Maryland [Mr. McComas] have cited none, and that the
Senator himself has as yet cited none. I ask the production from
thoss Senators and challenge the production of precedents to the
effect that the United States of America may send her armed
forces, naval or military, to interfere with the armed troops of a
friendiy nation in defending her sovereignty, her property, or her
territory. That is the point I make,

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President—

Mr. DANIEL. One minute, if the Senator pleases.

Mr. LODGE. I thought the Senator asked ?or precedents,
Seﬁrt- DANIEL. A little later I will be very glad to yield to the

nator.

Now, Mr, President, the Senator has assailed by his main propo-
sition the career of his own party in this country. If M. Varilla,
who seems to have been imported into this country from France
by way of Panama to instruct its people in their international
duties npon the hustings, is to be followed in attacking the State
Department of the United States in its administration for a gen-
eration, the ggople of the country ought to understand it. I will
read to the Senator from a great Secretary of State, a man of as
high intelligence as ever occupied that seat near the President.
Here is what Mr. Seward said about this treaty:

Neither the text nor the spirit of the stipulation in that artizle by which
the United States engages to preserve the neutrality of the Isthmus of Pan-
ama imposes an obligation on this Government to comply with a requisition
like that referred to. The purpose of the stipulation—

Says Mr. Seward—

was to fuamntee the Isthmus against seizure or invasion by a foreign power
only. 1t could not have been contemplated that we were to become a party
to any civil war in that country by defending the Isthmus against another

Y-

That has been the position which the Republican party of this
country has honorably and worthily occupied for over thirty
years respecting this identical matter. In 1873 this same matter
came before Hon. Hamilton Fish, of New York, as Secretary of
State. He announced from the State Department the following
doctrine:

This Government. by the treaty with New Granada of 1846, has en a
guaranty of neutrality of the Is us of Panama. This engagement, how-
ever, has never been acknowledged to embrace the duty of protecting the
road across it from the violence of local factions.

Does the Senator from Ohio consider that thé troops of Colom-
bia and Panama were local factions?

Mr. LODGE rose.

Mr. DANIEL. As soon as I finish this quotation I will yield to
the Senator from Massachusetts, who wants to ask me a question:

Although such protection was of late efficiently given by the force under
the command of Admiral Almy, it a to have been granted with the con-
sent and at the instance of the local authorities. It is, howerer, regarded as
the undoubted duty of the Colombian Government to protect the road
against attacks from local insurgents. The dischargeof this duty will be in-
atated npon.

Now I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts for a question
if he wishes to ask me one.

Mr. LODGE. The Senator made the statement that nobody
had referred to any precedent on this matter.

Mr. DANIEL, I said that no one had cited a precedent to that

int.
pOMr. LODGE. To that point.

Mr. DANIEL. Istated the point, and the point is this: The
United States to send its armed naval or military forces o inter-
fere with armed forces of a friendly government inh defending it-
self against local attacks from insurgents,

Mr. LODGE. The precedents were cited by the President in
his message—the precedents of 1900, 1901,and 1802, in which pre-
cisely the same instructions were given that were given in the
year 1903. Colombia invited us to come there. We have taken
the ground—

Mr. DANIEL. Colombia invited us to come?

Mr. LODGE. I only want to point out precedents. I will
not read them, We have taken the ground—

Yonu are directed to protest against any actof hostility which may involve
or imperil the safe and peaceful transit.

That was in 1900, We follow that universally.

Mr. DANIEL. Did not that apply only to the transit?

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; and so the President’s order ap-
plied only to the transit,

Mr. D L. Does the Senator mean to say that it was not
the obvious purpose of the United States to prevent the Colom-
ian Government from suppressing the insurrection?

Mr. LODGE. I do not think there is anything of the kind, I

think the object was to preserve the transit and stop the fighting;
and both parties were protected.

Mr. DANIEL. How? By taking the side of one party?

Mr. LODGE. Wae did not take the side of one party.

Mr. DANIEL. We did not, because the other party did nof .
appear,

Mr. LODGE. We prevented the insurgents from attacking
Colombia. They tried to move their men and we prevented that.
It is all stated in Cagbain Hubbard's letters. He preventad the
insurgents; they said it themselves. That is not taking sides.
‘We held the balance atsolutely even. The result was that the
people of Panama got their independence. There is no doubt of
the result.

Mr, DANIEL.- If the Senator is done asking his question, I
would like to continue.

Mr. LODGE. Ibeg the Senator’s pardon; I rarely interru
the Senator. He int.ermufted the Senator from Ohioso frequently
I did not sup he would mind my asking the question.

Mr, DANIEL. As I understand it, then, the United States
troops were sent there to prevent the insurrectionists from at-
tacking Colombia.

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; to prevent Colombia from attacking

_the insurrectionists.

Mr. DANIEL. That is what the Senator states.

Mr. LODGE, The order was distinct.

Mr. DANIEL. I understand the orders.

Mr. LODGE. It was:

Prevent landing of any armed foree with hostile intent, either Governmeng
or insurgent.

That is exactly what was done, and that it was our duty to do.

Mr. DANIEL. It could hardly be supposed, Mr. President,
that Colombian troops moving could have hostile intent to any
but those who were hostile to her. As I now understand the
Senator from Massachusetts, the armed forces of the United
States were sent within the territory of a friendly nation to pre-
vent the troops of that friendly nation from interfering with a
hostile intent, with an insurrection in that friendly nation. That
is the declaration, as I understand it, of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts, and that is this matter as I apprehend it.

Mr. LODGE. The Senator does not quite state me,
desire to interrupt the Senator, but he does not quite—

Mr. DANIEL. I shall be very glad to hear the Senator’s state-

ment.

Mr. LODGE. My statement is that they were landed to pro-
tect American property and citizens and the transit, and maintain
the peaceful transit over the Isthmus. In so doing they operated
equally against the Government and insurgent troops. ? think
that is the whole case.

Mr. DANIEL. In sodoing they stepped between two lines of
battle and commanded the peace between a friendly government
that then had her ministerat the capital of the United States and
a little insurrection which was noticed by this country in official
dispatches a day before it took place.

Now, then, to that I address myself, and I will cite again the
Secretaries of State, who were placed by the Republican party
of this country inthat high station, to illuminate this very matter,
and who have declared the law to be that which I now confirm it
to be, in my own opinion, and who, in my humble opinion, no
constitutional or international lawyer of repute in his profession
can dissent from as to its integrity, its justice, its clearne s, or its
properly meeting the issue.

1 read again, in answer to the Senator from Ohio, from Mr.
Fish.. He says:

This Department deems it important, in the interest of
and ially of the carrying trade of that route, that these disturbances
should be guarded against. By ths 1:1'&113l with New Granada of 1846 this
Government has engaged to guarantee the neutrality of the Isthmus of
Panama. This engagement, however, has never been acknowledged to em-
brace the duty of protecting the across it from the violence of local
factions; but it is réegarded as the undoubted duty of the Colombian Govern-
ment to protect it against attacks from loeal insurgents.,

‘When the Government of Colombia was marching its troops
to suppress a local insurrection, and, as we have the right to as-
sume, as there is no suggestion to the contmr{f to grotect. its in-
teresis in and to defend that transit, the United States held
before them a line of battle and warned them off.

I will read, Mr. President, from William M. Evarts, of New
York, Secretary of State. He is addressing himself to the very
point upon which the Senator from Ohio has challenged this side
of the Chamber. I will permit him to give his answer:

But it can not be overlooked that by the thirty-fifth article of the treaty of
1846 the United States has not only, *“inorder to secure to themselves the tran-
quil and constant enjoyment ' of the advanta, of that treaty, undertaken
tg;l‘ignarantee itively and efficaciously to New Granada the parfect neu-

ty of the bafore-mentioned Isthmus," but theg have further obliged
a

themselves to “also rantee in the same manner the rights of so?ereig'ntr
and property which New Granada has and possesses over the said territory.”

How is it, Mr. President, that from Loomis, from Varilla, and

I do not

neral commerce,
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from all the diplomatic and Senatorial expounders of this treaty

we hear noﬂ:u'n?l byt one side of the question, and that nothing is
said about another guaranty that is in thistreaty, given in con-
sideration of the very right of transit to American troops and
persons LYa@.ﬁing across that Isthmus? Mr. Evarts calls attention
to it and makes the reminder that we have guaranteed in the
same manner the rights of sovereignty and property which New
Grenada has and possesses over the said territory, and it is not
debated that Colombia is in that respect her successor. Now, his
conclusion:

While, therefore, the United States have hgerfect confidence in these repre-
sentations, as well as in the strong friendship of the French Government, it
can scarcely be denied that such a concession to foreign subjects would in-
troduce new questions of relative rights and interest, affecting both the
sovereign and proprietary rights of the Government of Colombia and such as
would seriously enlarge the responsibilities of our treaty guaranty; and this
Government feels that it is not unreasonable in expscting that any conges-
gion involving such consequences should be a sub;hect of joint consideration
by, and that its details can scarcely be settled without a ?rehmmary agree-
ment between, the Governments of Colombia and the United States as to
thelr effect upon existing treaty stipulations,

In answer to the query which the Senator from Maine [Mr.
Have] made to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER], I beg to
read a few lines from a distingnished publicist from his own
State. It was no less than the brilliant and able James G. Blaine.
He wrote in 1881 as follows:

The United States recognizes a proper gnaranty of neutrality as essential
to the construction and successful operation of any highway across the Isth-
mus of Panama, and in the last generation every step was taken by this Gov-
ernment that is deemed uisite in the premises. The necessity was fore-
seen and abundantly provi for, long in advance of any possible call for

the actual exercise of power.
In 1846—

He adds—

In 1846 a memorable and important treaty was n iated and signed be-
tween the United SBtates of Americaand the lgagg cof New Granada,now
the United States of Colombia. By the thirty-fifth article of that treaty in
exchange for certain concessions made to the United States we guaranteed
“positively and efficaciously " the perfect neutrality of the Isthmus and of

any interoceanic communications that might be constructed upoz or over it
for the maintenance of free transit from sea to sea—

Then he says—
and we also teed the rights of sovereignty and property of the United
States of Colombia over the territory of the ﬁlthmus as inclu within the
borders of the State of Panama.

Mr. President, on the 2d day of November, 1203, we were in
complete peace with the fﬁendéf Government of Colombia. If
she had committed any unfriendly act toward this Government,
Congress had not been apprised thereof by any Executive mes-
sage. At that time, while this treaty was extant under which we
stood before the world and guaranteed to that Republic the sov-
ereignty of her territory, we sent armed troops into that terri-
tory, not to suppress an insurrection, but to prevent that friendly
Government from exercising the highest necessary right of sov-
ereignty—to defend itself.

Now, Mr. President, this is a painful subject to me. Allunsions
to Democratic party and to Republican party have been made on
both sides of this Chamber. 1 wish to say for myself that there
never has been a Democratic President of the United States or a
Democratic party in this country that was strong enough to make
me support this procedure. It has been my fortune, or misfor-
ture, in politics some time to disagree with the Administration of
my own party. It has also been my misfortune, or fortune, as
you may look at it, to disagree with the leaders of my party. If
the party of Mr. Bryan and Mr. Cleveland and of Mr. Cleveland’s
predecessors in office, from George Washington to this time,
were to propose such things as are now proposed to a body of
which I was a member, I would not sustain them; and while we
are seeking to make the noblest example of a free, just, and hon-
orable nation before the world, they ought not, in my judgment,
to be sustained by any man, to whatsoever party he belongs.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate. under the rule, the General Order, which will be stated.

The SEcrETARY. Order of Business No. 12, Senate resolution
27, by Mr. PENROSE, instructing the Committes on Post-Offices
and Post-Roads to direct the Postmaster-General to send to the
committee all papers connected with the recent investigation of
his Department, ete.

Mr. HALE. Ihadintended tosubmit some remarks, not much
extended, on the Post-Office resolutions this morning, but they
evidently will not be reached to-day, and I ask that they all go
over until to-morrow morning, to be called up after the routine
morning business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks
unanimous consent that the resolutions known as the Post-Office
resolutions may go over until to-morrow morning, to be called
up immediately after the routine morning business. Is there
objection? The Chair hem none, and it is so ordered. )

Mr. SPOONER. This matter isstill under consideration, Isup-
pose, only by unanimous consent,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can only be under consider-

ation by unanimous consent, for there is nothing pending before
the Senate excepIt. the first bill on the Calendar of (General Orders.

Mr. HALE. I do not suppose, as debate has gone on by unani-
mous consent so far. that any Senator will now object to other
Senators discussing it.

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly not.

Mr, SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss at
this time the general subject or the rights and duties of the United
States under the treaty of 1846, Later I intend to ask the Senate
to permit me to discuss with some fullness the various proposi-
tions which are really involved, as I conceive it, in the subject.

I do not any more doubt the sincerity of the Senator from Geor-
gia [Mr, Bacox] and his patriotism than I do my own or that of
any other man in the world. I have, and I did it from my heart
and without reservation, hitherto had occasion to pay tribute to
that Senator for hissilence—dignified, manly, and patriotic—in the
midst of ntterances on that side of the Chamber which could be
nothing less than an encouragement to the prolongation of war
being waged against the United States. But I can not divest
myself of the belief that this resolution in the circumstances is a
mischievous one, not possible to be productive of any good to this
cm:lljnttlily or to Colombia, and pregnant with possibilities of danger
to both.

The spectacle which we have afforded to the world, Mr. Presi-
dent, must have caused astonishment. We have been debating
here for weeks a proposition which the Senate was asked to in-
dorse, declaring that an act of war has been committed by the
United States against the Republic of Colombia,

Mr. BACON. This resolution?

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir.

Mr, BACON. Oh. I beg pardon.

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir.

Mr, BACON. Well, I beg pardon. .

Mr. SPOONER. A propositionthat the United States hascom-
mitted an act of war against the Republic of Colombia while
that Republic has not yet said so, but has been in full diplomatic
relations with the United States, and is to-day.

Some things have happened. They are accomplished. The

President recogni the Re%pub]ic of Panama. He received a
minister from Republic of Panama. The great nations of the
earth have recognized the Republic of Panama. Nic , Costa

Rica, Pern, and Cuba have recognized the Republic of Panama.
The Senate has concurred in the action of the President accredit-
ing a minister from the United States, with full diplomatic capac-
ity, to the Republic of Panama. The President has entered into
and sent to the Senate—and that has been made public, and Thave
aright to refer to it—a treaty with the Republic of Panama,

Those things have occurred. They mean something and they
have some effect in international law. Some of the steps by
which these results have been reached will be criticised. tis
the right of Senators; that is the right of the press; that is the
right of the people. But those criticisms will be for influence
upen our own constituencies. not for effect upon the transaction
or thestatusas it actually exists. The injustice of such criticism
will be easily shown. :

This resolution can not help, can not overturn. On the con-
trary, it recognizes thestatus. It can notdo otherwise, Mr. Presi-
dent, than to encourage a hope in Colombia which for the time
at least will be dis%ppointed; and I confess my surprise that in
the Senate of the United States, made by the Constitution a part
of the executive power of the United States so far as our foreign
relations are concerned, while those relations are strained with
the Government perha};lns to the point of breaking, Senators should
so confidently assert here that there will be war between the
United States and the Reﬁublic of Colombia. It is such utter-
ances in the presence of the world, and in the old days of the
Senate they would not have been made in the presence of the
world, which, in my opinion, tend to cause war.

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from Alabama?

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly,

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator, in my opinion, has never seen
any day at all, nomatter how antiquated, in which the truth could
not be told in this bodg X X

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr, President, I have seen such days, and
s0 has the Senator from Alabama. I have, during my short and
entirely uneventful career in this body, a number of times known
a Senator to be interrupted by a motion to go into secret session,
which, being seconded, took him off the floor so far as the world
was concerned.

Mr. MORGAN. TIam not speaking of the galleries; I am talk-
ing about the Senate.

Mr. SPOONER. And, Mr. President, that was not because he
was aﬁakmg what he thought was not true. Many times many
of us have thought he was speaking the truth, but it was because

—~—
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the sitnation was such that we, a Senate of the United States, a
part of the treaty-making power, could not safely for the public
interest, which we are here to conserve, say in the presence of the
world what we might safely say in the presence of each other.

If there is not a collision, Mr. President, between the Republic
of the United States and the Republic of Colombia it will not be
the fault of some gentlemen here at home, in my opinion. The
question mooted b{)cthe Senator from Georgia—

Mr. DANIEL. es the Senator think sending our troopsthere
is having anything to do with it? _

Mr. SPOONER. I think it is susceptible of demonstration
that our troops are where they have a right to be. That is what
I think; and I thinkthe statement made by the Senator from Vir-
ginia as to the true import of the transaction of which he com-
plains, analyzed, is not snpported by the documents. I think
what he arraigns the Administration for, and what he criticisesin
the use of troops at Panama prior to the insurrection, the Presi-
dent of the United States is to be praised for, not blamed for. I
undertake to say, Mr. President, if there had been no treaty of
1246 and a war ship of the United States had been in Panama or
Colon under the circumstances,those troops wonld have been
landed and utilized as they were, if the Government were not too
pusillanimous to be beneath contemﬁ;l

This is not a party question. I have never called it a party
question. I have mever treated it as a party question. Some
questions reach a point where they become national American

estions, Mr. President, hardly susceptible of party division.
?uhave never believed for one moment that there would be a divi-
gion upon this subject upon party lines, and I hope the day never
will come when mere partisan politics will creep into the action
of this body as a part of the treaty-making power. But the
proper time for criticism will come. That time will be when it
involves no danger of strife.

Mr. President, it is worse than useless, it is dangerous, in my

inion, and I only for myself, to impeach the honor of the

ernment—the Administration, I will say, in thisenvironment.

Iamnot going atlarge intothissubject. 1hopethe Senatorfrom
Georgia [Mr. Bacoxn] will allow the resolution to be voted upon,
and voted upon now. If Senators on theother side want to make
a sharp issue they can easily make it. When I say *‘ Senators on
the other side,”” I do not mean all Senators on the other side; I
mean the Senators who feel so intensely upon this subject—and I
do not dispute the sincerity of any of my colleagnes—can make
it. They can propose that there be undone what has
been done. They can invite both Houses to adopt a resolution
that it is the sense of Congress that the President withdraw the
war ships and withdraw the marines from Panama, except such as
are needed to protect the mere railroad line, to permit the passage
of cars and locomotives, and to interpose no obstacle to the ever-
throw of that Republic and to the reinstatement of the lost—I
will call it—sovereignty of Colombia. That is the logical result
of these contentions; that is the only way to right this wrong, as
some Senators consider it a wrong.

Of course, Mr. President, I think such a resolution would re-
ceive very few votes in the presence of the American people,
North or South; and the people South and the people North on

uestions like this are alike. 1doubtif on such a resolution many
genators on theother side, who speak with such intensity—feeling,
of course, just as they speak—would face the music and vote for it.

Mr. President, what was done at Panama? Did the United
States, prior to the insurrection, prevent Colombia from landing
her troops there to repress disorder? It has been assumed from
these papers that we did. The record shows to the contrary. As
I understand it, all the troops which Colombia, prior to the recog-
nition by this Government of the ngnb]ic of Panama, sent to
that Isthmus to repress disorder landed upon that Isthmus with-
out: let or hindrance from the Government of the United States.

Mr. CARMACEK. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. SPOONER. Always.

Mr. CARMACK., Werenot orders given, however, to our naval
commanders to prevent the landing of Colombian

Mr. SPOONEB. Do you mean before the recognition of the
Republic? -

Mr. CARMACK. Yes, sir. :

Mr. SPOONER. I will speak about that, but that is sticking
in the bark.

Mr. CARMACEK. I do not think so.

Mr. SPOONER. Well, then, I must be :

Mr. CARMACK. Why, of course you are. |Laughter.]

Mr. SPOONER. But I think that is stickingin the bark. Ido
not think that the people of the United States will and j

the Admjnjata-ation—anlgn when I n:e tha'{', word I mot s?:k C'f:
guage of a cablegram , DO
officers. It will

a Republican—on the
lombia or to the world, but to one of our naval

be judged, as it ought to be judged, by what was done, not by
what was written. Buf what was written, Mr. President?

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield?

Mr. SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator is going to read that, I will
not interrupt him,

Mr. SPOONER. Going to read what?

Mr. CARMACK. Going to read what was written.

l{r. SPOONER., Of course I am going to read what was
written.

Mr. CARMACE. Then I hope the Senator will read it.

Mr. SPOONER. I am not afraid of what was written.

Mr. CARMACK. Of course, we all know that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. SPOONER. Always.

Mr. CARMACE. We all know the Senator from Wisconsin is
not afraid of anything.

Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean that.

Mr. CARMACK. We do not accuse him of being afraid of
anything.
thi[rl. SPOOIEER. I did g;;fs mean thadé. bghzagenptor knm;;a

t I was no g in the langnage o ggadocio or vouch-
ing my perm:m:ﬁ)egokm at all. I mean there is nothing in this
language that I have occasion to be afraid to read. The Senator
knows what I meant.

Here is the cablegram:

Maintain free and uninterrupted transit.

That no one objects to. My friend from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]
does not object to that.

If interruption is threatened by armed force, occupy—

‘What?

Mr. DANIEL. That was not our duty under the treaty.

Mr. SPOONER. No, Mr. President, not our duty under the
treaty, but our right under the treaty, and our right without any
treaty in view of the fact that it was an American corporation,
whose stock was partly owned by American citizens; and if there
had been no treaty our right to protect that railroad, to prevent
interruption of that transit; to prevent the shelling of the depots
and the buildings of that railroad company, would have been a
perfect right.

If interruption is threatened by armed foree, oceupy the line of railroad.
Prevent g of any armed force with hostile intent—

Ia with the Senator from Virginia that this did not mean
hostile intent toward the railroad—
either government or insurgent.

That explains it all. The Government of the United States did
not intend that the line of that transit should become the theater
of military operations between Colombia and the inhabitants of
Panama; or, if you please, the insurrectionists. Colombia had
guaranteed the freedom of transit, and we had made certain
guaranties also. If Colombia failed in her guaranty, her duty,
her failure to discharge it gave us a right to protect that tran-
sit, or the whole treaty stipulations was an empty and useless

thing.

It was the duty of Colombia, with the warnings she had had
as to the sentiment and on the Isthmus, to have antici-

ted that disorder by seasonably providing an adequate force to

ischarge her guaranty; and if she iaﬂecg to do it until there
had been such organized insurrection on the other side as would
lead inevitably, when she attempted to do it, to war on the line
of transit, the United States, in that failure of treaty duty by
Colombia, had not only the right but the duty to say, ** Youshall
not fight on this line of railway; you shall not interrupt by mili-
tary operations this right of transit or the fact of transit.”

Mr. IETAN'IEL Or ““within 50 miles of Panama.”

Mr. SPOONER. Orwithin 50 miles. Iwould not perhaps have
put that in the cablegram, but it is there, and there is some sense
in it, too, because the Senator must admit that there could have
been no contest there e:ceft at Colon, Panama, or the interven-
ing territory. That would have been the theater of the fight in-
evitably, and that, becanse of the tardiness of Colombia in
aration, gave the United States some rights which, under ordinary
circumstances, it might not possess. iticise this cablegram or
the officer, if you choose, I care not now to say more about that.

Colombia did not receive that cablegram or know of if; nor
did the officer receive it to whom if was sent, or know of it.
The officer did not receive it, Mr. President, until the 3d day of
November at about 10.30 o’clock, and before that time a Colom-
bian gunboat had arrived at Colon with 400 troops, sent by Co-

lombia torepress disorder on the Isthmus, and they were permitted
this level-headed officer, acting entirely on his own msi-
ity and the precedents, to land, and they did land at Colon,
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and their generals—for they had two or more general officers

with this army of 400 men—proceeded by rail to Panama, where

they were arrested by the insurgents and thrown into prison.

Etg:.ngave Colombia, the papers show, about 500 men on the
us.

Now, how did the marines happen fo land? The Senator from
Virginia spoke about a battle line. I do not find the battle line
we drew. The officer who commanded the Nashville has told
that story.

There was not an American soldier, Mr. President, on shore
when the Colombian troops landed, so far as these papers show,
and there was but one war ship in the harbor, and that was the

Nashville, Let me read this:
U. 8. 8. NAsavILLE, THIRD RATE—
One of the smaller ghips—

Colon, U, 8. Colombia, November §, 1903,

SIR: Pending a complete report of the occurrencesof the last three daysin
Colon, Colombia, I most respectfully invite the Department’s attention to
those of the date of Wednesday, November 4, which amounted to practically
the making of war—

Not by the United States against Colombia—
the making of war against the United States by the officer in command of the
Colombian troops in Colon,

Mr. TELLER. That is the officer’s idea of war.

Mr. SPOONER. Wait and see what it was,

At 1 o'clock p. m. on that date—

Does the Senator from Colorado dispute the right and duty of
the commander of the Nashville to land those marines under the
circumstances detailed by him, and to use them as he did?

Mr. TELLER. No, Mr. President, I have not; but I do dis-
pute the statement he makes that any act of the Colombian Gov-
ernment was an act of war against the United States.

Mr. SPOONER. That was a mere opinion. That might have
been relﬁls::ldiated by Colombia.

Mr. TELLER, The Senator is putting that forward to show
we did not begin the war, but that Colombia did. There is no
war at the present time on the transit.

Mr. 8 NER. I am not disputing that. Iam only reading
this report in which that occurred.

At 1 o'clock p. m. on that date I was summoned onshore by a certed

and on landing met the United States consul, vice-c and Colon
Shaler, the general superintendent of the Panama Railroad. The consnl in-
formed me that he had received notice from the officer commanding the
Colombian troops, Colonel Torres, through thhi;?refect of Colon, to the effect
that if the Colombian officers, Generals Tobal and Amaya, who had heen
seized in on the evening of the 3d of November by the Independents—

Not by us—

and held as prisoners, were not released by 2 o’clock p. m., he (Torres) wounld
fire on the town of Colon and kill every Uni smﬂium}: in the
g and my advice and action were requested. Iadvised thatall the United
tates citizens should take refuge in the shed of the Panama Com-
pany, a stone building susce?tible of being put into good state for defense,
and that I would immediately land such y of men, with extra arms for
arming the citizens, as the complement of the ship would permit. This was
ngreefto and I immediately returned on board, arrivingat 1.15p. m. The
order for innding was immediately given, and at 1.30 p. m. the boats left the
ship with a party of forty-two men—

Think of it—forty-two marines—

under the command of Lieut. Commander H. M. Witzel, with Midshi J.P.
Jackson as second in command. Time bsinf pressing, I gave varm
to Mr, Witzel to take the building above referred to, to put it into the best
ptate of defense possible, and protect the lives of the citizens assemhbled

Right on the line of transit, in one of the railway buildings on
the line of fransit, filled with American citizens, some foreigners,
and women and children, who, frightened, had fled to that place
for protection under the flag of the United States against the
threat of the Colombian officer—
not firing unless fired upon, ete.

Can any man justl ﬂcntlcme the action of that officer under
the circumstances? there a government in the world that
would not havejcashiered an officer if in that situation, treaty
or no treaty, he had failed to respond to that call? Whether the
call was justified or not, it was sufficient to him. It is the duty
of a government to protect its citizens all over the world when
%e a:‘ﬁ: dl.n the right, and that is what this officer did, and that is
e

I donot intend to take the time to refer to what transpired
there between these 42 marines barricaded in the railway build-
ing, one of its freight houses on the line of transit, and tothe dem-
onstration made there against them by the 400 Colombian troops.
t’l‘h}losi;e ﬁ marines did not drive out the 400 Colombian soldiers, but

e ;

r. MORGAN. They were bought out.

Mr, SPOONER. TheSenatorsaysthey wereboughtout. That
is legitimate for a revolutionary junta.

Mr, MORGAN. That is the fact, though.

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know whether it is a fact or not, but
Senators can not ask us to be affected at all in our judgmentupon

this transaction, nor could the President be, upon what was done
by the insnrrectionists or revolutionists in bringing abont, with-
out bloodshed, their independence. God knows, Mr. President,
if ever there was a people in the world who were entitled to re-
lief from tyranny, blackmail, extortion, neglect, and ontrage, the
people of the Department of Panama were, and I do not know a
Senator on the other side who, if he had been a Panamanian—if
that is the proper pronunciation—

Mr. MORGAN. Panamaniac. [Laughter.]

Mr. SPOONER. Who would not have been an insurrectionist?
They were not Panamaniacs; they were men, Mr. President, who
wanted to be free and to have once again a government of their
own. They wanted the open way fo health, prosperity, and hap-

iness in the future. They were not willing to have the door of

ope, and the only hope to that le, barred forever at Bogota.
They were not maniacs for that. E’a.na.nmmaca are not all con-
ﬁngg to Panama. [Laughter.]

Al I intended to say, Mr. President, I have said, but I can not
see for the life of me, whatever you may say about a cablegram
which was not received, I do not see how the United States, rep-
resented by that official, can be criticised for what was done in
the landing of the marines, and I do not see that this Government
is to be criticised for anything thatwas done prior to the declara-
tion of independence and the recognition of that independence by
the United States. 'What has been done since then, Mr, President,
I shall undertake to justify upon principles of international law,
upon reason, and u precedent on another occasion. I rose
mainly to say that I can not in this sitnation see what good pur-
pose resolution can accomplish, and to express the hope that
we ma%Fliﬁve a vote upon it.

Mr. LER. Mr, President, I am not going to discuss the
Panama question. The issue made here to-day was on the reso-
lution offered by the Senator from Georgia EMr Bacox]. Now,
it is asserted that that is a dangerous resolution; it is asserted
that it is one which the Senate has not any right to pass, and, if
it had aright to pass it, that this is an inopportune time to passit.

I propose to say a few words about the resolution, but I am not

ing to raise or argue questions of law with the Senator from
%%sconsin [Mr. SpooxER]. I think he and I would agree on most
propositions of that kind, although I can not agree with him when
he sayait:he Senate is partof the executive department of the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. SPOONER. I said its treaty-making power is.

Mr, TELLER. No; not even that. Iam not going to argue
that, but I want simply to say that the best authorities in the
world have declared- , of course, this being a sui generis
case, there is no other, and you can not apply to it precedents
obtained anywhere else—that the relation of the Senate to the
Executive, so far as the treaty-making power is concerned, is that
of a legislative body and notf that of an executive body.

Mr. SPOONER. What about the confirmation of appoint-

ments? Is not that executive?
Mr. That isnot executive, either, That issui gene-
ris, as I say, unlike anything else in the world. It does nothave

to be determined to be either executive or legislative. John
Adams, Madison, and other fathers of the Republic declared that
the relation of the Senate fo treaties was legislative, and not
executive, Buf, Mr. President, I do not care to go into that
question, Imerely wanted to enter a caveat to that proposition,

Let us see, first, whether this is a resolution which is proper to
come before this Senate or whether the Senator from Georgia

Mr. BAcox], for whose good faith the Senator from Wisconsin

Mr. SPoONER] vouches, has simply made a mistake. What does
this resolution propose? Does it propose any direction to the
President of the United States? Not at all. it invade the
rightof the Executive inany way by directing him to do thisornot
todothat? Notatall. It isa suggestion proposed tobe made by
the Senate of the United States to the executive department of
the Government.

I do not know but that in these modern times we shall abdicate
and abandon the right of this body to make suggestions to the
executive department; but in some cases we have the unques-
tioned right to direct the executive department.

Mr. President, if any Senator will take the pains to spend a lit-
tle time in looking over the history of the country with relation
to the executive and to this, the legislative, branch of the Gov-
ernment, he will find that the Presidents of the United States
have recognized beyond question the right of this body to make
suggestions. When Polk was President of the United States on
more that one occasion he took the opinion of this body. You
can find in the records of the count‘ry?imt he in detail wrote out
and sent here a statement, and said, *“I wish to consult the Sen-
ate as to whether it would be proper and wise to make a treaty
on the following lines.”

‘What does this resolution provide? Not that the President
shall make a treaty, but that it is the judgment of the Senate
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that it would be wise to make a treaty. Is there anybody here
who will say under the condition existing that it would not be
wise for us to make some kind of treaty with Colombia that
would satisfy the Colombians that we do not intend any violence
to them? Does anybody believe that it would not be a wise thing
for us to make a treaty of some kind, if it conld be done without
too great sacrifice, to convince all the South American republics
that we have not any desire to invade their rights? I do not
know whether a treaty could be made with Colombia that would
be consistent with the present condition of affairs. Iknow very
well, as the Senator from Wisconsin has said, that what has been
done is not going to be undone, and there is no suggestion in the
resolution under discussion that anything that has been done is
to be undone.

What is the suggestion? To make a treaty that must come
here for our approval, and if we will approve it that will com-
promise and settle all the controversy between us and Colombia.

Bat if Colombia is not in a frame of mind, or if we are notina
frame of mind, to make a treaty, then what is to be done under
this resolution? We are to do what the whole world has been
saying ought to be done in national controversies—refer it to the
ari‘ﬁtraﬁon of the great tribunal at The Hague or a special tri-
bunal to be arranged by Colombia and our Government.

Mr. President, where is the vice in that? Where is the insult
to the majesty. to the executive department, of this Govern-
ment? Where is a violation of any of the decencies and proprie-
ties of this body?

It is not very likely, if we should make an effort to accommo-

date affairs with Colombia, that Colombia would ask us to return
Panama to her embrace. I am morally certain, so far as the ex-
ecutive department of the Government is concerned, and I am
equally certain as to the dominant ggrty in this Chamber, that
that would be a hopeless effort, and Colombia must know that by
this time. Colombia has received from the executive branch of
the Government a denial of any attempt to consider even her
complaints against us.

I am sorry the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER] is not in the
Chamber, because I wanted to say some things that I shall omit.
The Senator from Ohio, with a great deal of zeal and assurance,
stands up here and says there is not anything wrong in any act.
Mr. President, suppose we should all say there is not any wrong
act, Stuppose everyone of us admitted that to be the fact now,
which, for one, I am not inclined to do. 'When I shall get the
floor with time, I shall try to demonstrate that these acts we com-
plain of are infringements of the rights of Colombia, and not de-
manded of us by any treaty or by any law of the civilized world.
However, I shall not attempt to do that now.

But suppose we were of the opinion that there was no offense.

lombia believes that there is. The entire Sonth American peo-
ple believes there is. There is not a republic on the American
continent that does not feel affronted at our conduct. Although
this great nation of ours might feel strong and self-reliant in our
ideas that we were right, is it beneath our dignity that we should
say to these offended people, * We will submit this question to the
arbitration provided %y that great conference which was held in
Europe a few years ago?”’

1 know, Mr. President, that we did not accept the treaty made
with Great Britain as to arbitration, and it has been repeatedly
gaid that we were opposed to arbitration. What stood in theway
of that treaty was a constitutional provision which was ignored
in the treaty, that this Senate had the right to pass upon every
treaty of every kind and every character that was made by the
Government of the United States. That provision was notf in
that treaty. 2

The Senator from Ohio asks, ** Who says there is any wrong?”’
“ What Senator is going to point itout? ’ If the Senator was here,
1 would say something about the manner in which he addresses
uson that subject. He is not here, and I shall pass that by.

On the 17th day of November, in this body, one of the oldest
and most respected members of it, a man whose thorough com-

tency to discuss here or anywhere in the world a question of
international law nobody will deny, did discuss this question and
did indicate as plainly as his words could do that he thought there
had been a wrong perpetrated against the people of Colombia.

I know the public press said that the senior Senator from Ohio
[Mr. ForsRER] administered to him a stinging rebuke because
of his lack of loyalty to his party, but I doubt very much whether
it changed that illustrions Senator’s views upon this question.
The Senator from Ohio knew that the Senator from Alabama

[Mr. MorGAN] had taken the floor and diccussed the question for
a considerable length of time to show that this was not a proper
and right thing for us to do.

The morning paper has given us an account of a meeting up at
New Haven and of a petition that is to be sent here to be pre-
sented by the senior Senator from Massachusetts when he arrives.

Mr. MORGAN. Here is the statement of it.

Mr. TELLER. I have it right here. For the Senator from
Ohio to assume that there is nobody complaining of this trans-
action is not to be quite tolerated without at least a reply. The
Senator may think that everything that has been done has been
done correctly and properly. He knows very well that many
Senators in this Chamber do not think so. Of course they may
be wrong and he may be right. They may be prejudiced by their
political associations, he thinks. He may be prejudiced ‘by his
political association. I have yet to learn that the Senators who
git on the other side of the Chamber are any better qualified to
judge upon a question of conscience and morals than those who
sit on this side; and I have yet to learn that we who sit on this
side of the Chamber are to govern our judgment according to
theirs or that of the Executive.

When I read, as I shall do now, this statement from New Haven,
there is not anybody here but will recognize that this is a ques-
tion of more than ordinary political consideration. The men who
met at New Haven are men who are entitled to discuss questions
of this kind by virtue of their fraining and by virtue of their
ability in the line of international law.

Twenty prominent citizens—

Says the paper—

Twenty prominent citizens of New Haven, headed by Prof. Theodore S.
Woo]seg. rofessor of international law at Yale University, bave signed and
forwarded to Senator GEORGEF. HoARa petition asking that the Senate defer
formal ratification of the H.ug-Bumu-Varﬂ]n treaty, and that this Govern-
ment’s actionin Panama be subjected to careful and deliberate investigation.

Among the signers of the tion are Franklin Carter, formerly president
of Williams College Ha‘t}.r{ Wade Rogers, dean of the Yale Law School;

0 4

Frank K. Sanders, dean of the Yale Divinity School; Profs, William G, Sum-

per and John C. Schwab, of the department of political economy at Yale;
Secretarﬁ;;‘. A, Lindsley, of the State board of health; the Rev. Dr. Newman
Smyth, the Rev. Watson L. Phillips, and Thomas Hooker, members of the

board of education, and Samuel L. Bronson, formerly a Democratic candi-
date for ﬁnvarnor of the State.

After declaring that there isa recognized body of law which ought to gov-
ern the conduct of nations irrespective of their strength, the petition says
that a belief has arisen in the minds of many in this country and abroad
*that in our dealings with the State of Colombia we have violated and are
about to violate the rules of international law, and that we are adopting a
line of conduct toward that country which we would not have taken against
& stronger power."

Mr. President, that is an indictment from a source that can not
be cried down. The enthusiasm and the energy of the Senator
from Ohio had better be directed somewhat to this class of people
in the United States if he hopes to quiet this complaint that is so
generally rife.

The petition further says that the fact of Colombia's comparative weak-
ness should make us the more careful toavoid the suspicion that we are mak-
ing an ust use of our greater power; that the mere existence of such a
condition is injurious to our honor and self-respect, and concludes: ** We there-
fore respectfully ask that before final ratification of the Hay-Bunau-Varilla
treaty our action in Panama be carefully and deliberately investigated to
the end not only that the Republic may do no wrong, but that its good repu-
t?ltéon in !l:;:s world, which is dearer than any gain of lands or trade, should
suffer no A4

Mr, President, that is all I care to read, because that is all
really that is pertinent. There are some other things that I leave
out.

Mr. President, it will not do for the Senator from Ohio or the
Senator from Wisconsin or anybody else to say that when that
class of men enter their protest here it is not entitled to consider-
ation, and it will not do for them to say that it is inciting to war.
Nor is it reasonable for them to say that of a proposition of this
kind made in the American Senate for a treaty that might arrange
difficulties between Colombia and ourselves or which provides
that in case of the inability to secure such a treaty the contro-
versy between Colombia and ourselves shall be submitted to arbi-
tration.

Mr. President, everybody knows there isa controversy. Every-
body knows that the world believes we have gone beyond that
which is justified by the law of nations. That the President felt
that he had gone beyond what he felt the treaty required is shown
by the fact that he not only put it partly under the treaty, but
partly under the law of nations, which he has applied, and stated
that it was in the interest of civilization that these movements
had been made.

Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPeONER] says
that it is not an act of war on the v&mrt of the President of the
United States, The Senator from Wisconsin is an international
lawyer of whose abi}it{‘l have a great opinion, but I believe that
his anxiety to shield the Administration with which he is con-
nected colors his views on this subject. I understand it to be an
unquestioned principle of international law (I have never known
it questioned in the books) that the recognition of a seceding
government by another government with intervention at the
same time was an act of war. Iknow it is not an act of war to
recognize a government, even although it is unduly and improp-
erly done; butif it is done with an act of intervention in favor of
the rebels or the insurrectionists it is by all the authorities in this
country and everywhere else an act of war.
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If there is not an act of war between Colombia and the United
States, it is because Colombia knew that she was not able to cope
with us. Does any citizen believe if that had been done with ref-
erence to Great Britain there would not have been an active and
vigorous war? Could we have done it to France, to Spain even,
to Russia?

Oh, no, Mr, President, you can do with impunity with a baby
what you dare not do sometimes with a man. When these citi-
zens of New Enéloand come here and express the opinion that we
have done with Colombia what we would not have done with the
great powers of the world they express the opinion that is prev-
alent everywhere in the United States.

I do not care whether a man defends the action of the President
or whether he criticises it, everybody knows that we wonld not
have formed that act had even Canada, a country that we
would Iike to have in our embrace and as a part of our territory,
seceded from Great Britain. Doesanyone believe we would have
said: ** We can not afford to have a waron our borders, and in the
interest of civilization, in the interest of peace, commerce, and
trade, we will gay to Great Britain, Kee%gour hands off of Can-
ada?’ Does an believe she would have kept her hands off?
But we would have very far from making that suggestion
even if conditions had been as they were down there in the Pan-
ama country.

Mr. Prosident, I do not know what will be the result of this
resolution, whether to-morrow we shall have a motion tolayit on
the table, so that we may not vote on it, or whether it will go to
the committee.

I submit that as an orderly, decent procedure this resolution
shonld properly go to that committee, and if thereis anything ob-
jectionable in it, if there is anything reﬂecti.ng upon the Presi-
dent, if there is any assumption of facts that do not exist, it is
then for the committes to arrange it in such a shape as that it
shall be unobjectionable in that particular.

There is not a single controverted fact mentioned in the resolu-
tion. Itisadmitted here on this floor to-day. Let me read it:

Growing out of the recent revolution in Panama and the co uent seces-
glon of Panama from Colombia and the alleged aid and assistance by theland
and naval power of the United States in the successful accom ent of
said revolution and secession.

Now, Mr. President, is that offensive? If so, the committee
can readily &ﬂ it in words that are not offensive. Everybod{
knows that Colombia is complaining of our action there. As
said before, although we may justify it as a nation, anm
that all, every man, woman, and child in the nation, justified it,
is it beneath ounr dignity to say to Colombia, ** We do not think

ou have any right to complain, but if you have, you will submit
t to the judgment of the tribunal at The Hague, or, if you prefer,
to such a tribunal as we may select?” :

Mr. President, there would never be any arbitration if both
gides had to prove their case beforehand. One side will always
assert that it is right and the other will assert that the other is
wrong. That is all there is in this resolution. Colombia says
that she has an offense against us, that we have treated her im-
E;operly. She may say that she does not want to go to war. We

ot that she can not.

The very fact that Colombia can not go to war ought toappeal
to every generous-hearted man in the country to give her an op-
poriunity toshow before the world that she has been wronged, and
if so to fix what shall be the compensation that she shall receive.
1 eay that every man who is alover of his country and who is not
a lover simply because of her great strength, who does not think
of her many millions of wealth, who does not think of her great
Army and her great Navy, but thinks of her honor—every such a
man ought to wish and hope and work and do his best to see that
this question is put where we can be righted if we are right and
where we can make atonement if we are wrong.

Mr, BACON. Mr. President, I had intended to reply to the
criticisms of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopaEe] and
those of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SroosER]. The reso-
lutions, I thought, were conservative in their character and cal-
culated to effect the very opposite of the opinions which the
Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Wisconsin
anticipate would be effected. The su%‘gestion on my part was to
have a reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations, for Thad
every reason to believe it would receive careful attention, such as
the committee always gives to matters before it. In response to
that suggestion, the Senator from Massachusetts proposed to treat
the resolution with indignity, casting it out even without a ref-
erence, and the Senator from Wisconsin, though in very kindly
terms, seconds the Semator from Massachus:t%. not exactly in
the main, but in the ground upon which he predicates it.

1 had designed to say something in reply to those Senators, not
for the purpose of controversy, but in the hope that I might con-
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'vince them that the resolution was not entitled to be treated with

such indignity and that it was not liable to the criticisms which
were bestowed upon it by these two distingnished Senators. But
official business doubtless has demanded the absence of those Sen-
ators from the Chamber, and I do not feel like proceeding in their
absence. Consequently I will forbear, with the hope that on to-
morrow I may have at least the courtesy of the opportunity to
reply to what they have said.
r. CULLOM. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid-

eration of executive business.

Mr, CARMACK. I hope the Senator will withdraw that mo-
tion for just a moment.

Mr, CULLOM, I withdraw it at the request of the Senator
from Tennessee.

Mr. CARMACK. Just for a moment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PETTUS in the chair). Does
the Senator from Illinois yield?

Mr, CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee for the

pu{g_ose indicated.

. CARMACK. The Senator from Illinois, the chairman of
the Committee on Foreign Relations, now being present, I ho
when this matter comes up on to-morrow no motion will be made
to cut off debate. I desire myself, if I can have the opportunity,
to address the Senate on this question.

I shall get the opportunity, sooner or later, I know, but I should
like to have an opportunity to-morrow, if ‘fossibla, to say what I
have to say upon the resolution. I would be glad to know that
no motion will be made that will cut off debate.

Mr. CULLOM. Ihavenoauthority to determine that question.
I was not in the Senate when the resolution was introduced by the
Senator from Georgia, and I have had very little opportunity, as
a matter of fact, to see exactly what its terms are. Objection
being made to its further consideration to-day, it went over until
to-morrow, or the resolution will go over.

Mr. HALE. It has gone over.

Mr. CULLOM. It has already gone over, and it has been over
for a couple of hours perhaps. %I'he resolution will ddubtless
come up to-morrow, and while I make no agreement about the
matter, because I do not feel that I have the right to do so, I sup-
pose that reasonable debate will be allowed. But I hope alsothat
we may dispose of the resolution to-morrow at some time and
get rid of it either by a reference or by an actual vote upon the
resolution,

Mr. BACON. I wanted to have it referred without debate.

Mr. CARMACEK. I have nodoubt about that, but I think it is
just as well to have debate on it as anything else.

Mr, TELLER. I wish to est to the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations that the resolution having been dis-
cussed at considerable length by the opponents of it, certainly
they ought not to cut off anybody on this side. I did not myself
care to go into the general discussion of the Panama question,
which I intend to do at another time. I confined m , as the
Senator knows, to the resolution and its bearing.

I wish fo say o the chairman that nothing will be gained by
an attempt to crowd the resolution to avote. I have no objection
to voting on it. Idid object toit. I did not know enough about
the resolution this mo to vote for it. I can vote for it very
cheerfully now, Iam not ting to debate it any further, but
if we are cut off on this side from an opportunity to debate it we .
certainly know how to get an opportunity to debate any question
in the Senate that we want o debate, and nothing will %e gained
by anyone moving to lay it on the table before the debate has

taken %laoe

Mr. CULLOM. The purport of my remarks was that I hoped
we would vote upon the resolution itself, after a reasonable di
cussion to-morrow, and pass upon the question whether—

Mr. TELLER. We will, if nobody wishes to discuss it longer.

Mr. CULLOM. Iam readyto voteon it myself at any moment.

Mr. TELLER. You will not, if anyone wants to discuss it.

Mr. CULLOM. The suggestion is made by my distinguished
friend from Colorado that we know how to do things in the Sen-
ate. There has been evidence enough of that without repeating
it in the Senate, it seems to me, in direct terms. It has so hap-

ned that it has become the fact that it is almost impossible to

o anything in the Senate except by unanimous consent, and I
think the time has pretty nearly come when we have got to change
our prﬁimme if we want to legislate for the country.

Mr, E. Ihope the Senator will not say that. *

Mr. CULLOM. I do say it, and believe it.

‘Mr. BACON. 1Ishould like to have the distinguished Senator
B?&e g;?:t particular measure has failed in the Senate by reason
of debate,

Mr. CULLOM. Iamnotprepared tosay just what measure has

failed, but we all know that discussion goes on and on almost
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forever before we can get to the point of finally disposing of a
measure, whatever it may be. I am the last man, as I think the
Senate knows, to undertake any gag ru:e or any intrigue to carry
a measure throngh or get rid of it. Ihave always been disposed to
be fair, and I think I feel that way now. At the same time I do
not think there is anyoccasion for the announcement that we will
find a way to do this thing or that thing or the other thing. Of
course we will find a way.

Mr, BACON. I merely wish to say, as the Senator is not pre-

d to answer my inquiry—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia is
not in order.

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me?

Mr. CULLOM. With pleasure.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the Senator from Georgia
must get permission of the Chair.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia.

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator from Illinois if he will permit
me a single moment?

Mr, CULLOM. Certainly.

Mr. BACON. Isimply desired to say, as the Senator was not
fu-epared to answer the inquiry—and he has been here a great deal

onger than [have—that during the nine years I have had the honor
toserve in this Chamber I have seen but two measures which have
been defeated by unlimited debate. Omne of them was the state-
hood bill, which at the last Congress was defeated by Repub-
licans by unlimited debate, and the other was the river and har-
bor bill, which was defeated by Senator Carter, also a Republican,
by unlimited debate, If there has been an{urgher measure in the
nine years which has been defeated by unlimited debate, I chal-
lenge the Senator to show what measure it was.

r. CULLOM. I am not going into particulars in reference to
this subject, but we all know that there has seemed to be a grow-
ing disposition to debate and continue to debate until almost every
Senator is worn out by waiting for an opportunity to get a vote.

Mr, HALE. Will the Senator allow me to say a word?

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly.

Mr, HALE. I hope the Senator from Illinois, whois a veteran
here, will be able to possess his soul in patience, We have all
been through this same trouble that he is in now.

Mr. CULLOM. I am in no trouble whatever,

f'1‘113 PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois is out
of order.

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator has misunderstood me.

Mr. HALE. I will substitute the word * felicity ”’ for trouble.

Mr. CULLOM. Al right.

Mr. HALE. We have been in the same felicity he is in now.
Every now and then when any one of us has a measure that he
wants passed and when we have a policy that we think ought to
be established, we get very impatient and we want a rule and we
want to stop debate. But it has been, as the Senator from Geor-
gia has said, that in the end, out of this way that we have, Sena-
tors are enabled to be heard and debate continues, and in the end
we everything that we ought to pass.

mEL R. And some measures we ought not to pass.

Mr. HALE. Occasionally we do, undoubtedly. I should hate
to see the day when in neither branch of Congress was there al-
lowed full liberty of debate. I have seen very few instances of
what could literally be called filibustering—delays simply for
the purpose of delay. Ihave been here a long time and I have
seen very few instances of that kind. 'While I expect some time
to have some measure that I should like to have put through sub-
jected to the general practice of the Senate, I expect to it.

I have a good measure it will go throngh. In the end the ma-
jority, with rarest exceptions,always has its way in this body, be-
cause to the minority after a time comes a sense of res nmglhty
that they can not afford to be merely obstructing for the sake of
obstruction.

They feel that the responsibility is with the majority, and the
minority in the end always votes, and we never have any diffi-
culty in a solution, which is a thousand fimes better than the
previous question. A unanimous agreement is made that upon a
certain day a vote shall be taken that shall end the matter. That
is the history of the Senate; and now on this occasion, where men
have honest differences of opinion and want to be heard, and want
to be heard at length, I hope the veteran Senator from Illinois
will not become a convert of the theory that the Senate had bet-
ter change its practice and shut off debate.

Mr, ALDRICH. Mr. President—— ;

Mr. TELLER. I wish merely to say a word. I did not mean
to offend the Senator from Illinois, which I am afraid I did.

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all.

Mr. TELLER. I am afraid he did not take my statement as I
intended it. I did not mean to make any threat or anything of
the kind, but meant simply to say to him that any Senator who

has been here long knows he can discuss any question he sees fit
on any proposition. That practice would enable this question to
be discussed. and it might as well be discussed in an orderly
manner as in any other way.

Now, I wish to say a word or two more. I agree with the
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who has been here for a long
time and who has always been an active participant in the affairs
of the Senate and a useful and valuable member. I may be
allowed to say this in his presence. I agree with that Senator. I
know of nothing that ought to have passed that did not pass
unless possibly it might have been the statehood bill, in which I
was very much in

I did not have anything to do with the defeat of the river and
harbor bill. I felt all the time that it was a badly arranged and
an illy conceived bill, and I had a strong intimation from people in
aunthority that it was very distasteful to the then President of the
United States in the form in which itstood. Senator Carter took
the floor and defeated it, but if there had been any real sentiment
here for the of the bill it would have been passed. Sen-
ator Carter knew that he was doing what a great number of
Senators on this floor were glad to see him do, and I confess I was
gne tgé them. That is the kind of measure that is sometimes de-

eated.

Now, Mr. President, there is one thing that I think is a great
deal more dangerous than unlimited debate here, a thing that
has attracted the attention of the public to a considerable extent
recently, and that is the lack of attention on the part of the Sen-
ate when a debate is going on. The other day a Senator here in
discussing a question of great and grave importance, and discuss-
ing it in a Senatorial way, was compelled to discuss it with three
Senators on the Republican side of the Chamber a part of the
time and three or four on this side a part of the time.

Once in a while the attendance would rise to the dignity of
seven or eight Senators in the Senate, but most of the time dur-
ing the entire debate there were not to exceed, besides the speaker,
three on each side, of whom I happened to be one, because I was
interested in the subject of the debate. I was not taking part in
the debate, but I was interested in it. Now, that has attracted
the attention of the public press in the United States.

Mr. BACON. And properly.

Mr, TELLER. And properly, too. While debate is free here
and unlimited, it does not have the attention of Senators when it
takes place. But, Mr. President, if it does not, if Senators do not
intend to listen, if they make up their minds without hearing the
discussion, as a great many people do on all subjects, and make
up their minds without any investigation, as a great many people
do on general subjects, the public have a right to have somewhere
the ideas of the men sent here to represent them preserved and put
in a place where they can get them.

So, whether Senators listen or whether they retire to the cloak-
room, or go to the Departments, or wherever they may go during
the meantime, it is a valuable privﬂege that a Senator here
has a right to put in the RECORD his opinions and his protest if
he is against a bill, his argument in favor of it if heis for it.
They go into the RECORD, where the people and the public press
can comment on them if they see fit. I% will be a sorry time for
this ublic when you shall limit debate over the only national
legislative body that practically professes to be a place where
diacuss:f ion can be had upon the merits or demerits of measures
before it.

I wish to say that I did not mean to intimate that there wasany

isposition to filibuster or anything else. I was unfortunate
probably in the term I used.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there certainly is no disposi-
tion on this question to try to prevent anyone from expressing an
opinion. But the unusual character of this resolution is such
that it seems to me to demand immediate action, or action as
soon as it can possibly be reached, on the part of the Senate.
This resolution is understood here. We know that it is a part of
the exigencies of a ﬁolitical programme,

Mr. BACON. The Senator is entirely mistaken.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will allow me to have my opinion
about it.

Mr. BACON. Yes.

Mr. ALDRICH. We understand here that it can not pass the
Senate; that it does not in an! regyect represent the majority of
the Senate or the Senate itself. e understand that; the people
of the United States understand it; every Senator understandsit.

But, unfortunately, it may be understood otherwise in another
quarter. We are in the midst of a very difficult and delicate ne-
gotiation with a representative of the State of Colombia, and it
ma{mbe possible, it may be quite probable from intimations which
we have seen in the newspapers, that they will understand there
has been soms change in the attitude of the Government of the
United States, or some change in the sentiment of this body in
regard to this matter.
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From that point of view and to avoid any possible dangerous
consequences to us as a country and to the people of Colombia I
say that we should act upon this matter at the earliest ible
moment. We should let the people of Colombia and the Govern-
ment of Columbia nnderstand that the sentiments of this resolu-
tion are not the sentiments of the American Senate and of the
American people, in my judgment.

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. ALDRICH. I do.

Mr. TELLER. Is the Senator from Rhode Island in favor of
or opposed to submitting this question toarbitration? Is that the
objectionable feature of the resolution? A

r. ALDRICH. The resolution, as I nnderstand it, by indi-
rection, by insinuation, says that the Government of the United
States has been guilty of dishonorable conduct—

Mr. TELLER. It does not.

Mr, ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, it says by inti-
mation, by insinuation, that the Government of the United States
has been guilty of dishonorable conduct in preventing Colombia
from asserting her ownrights and to her own territory and topart
of her own country, and it proposes to submit that question on
the part of the United States to arbitration. Is the Senator from
Colorado willing to submit to arbitration the question whether
the Government of the United States has been guilty of dishon-
orable (practices?

Mr., TELLER. Mr. President, that is not the question here.

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield?

Mr, ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr. TELLER. I tried to suggest to the Senate what it was.
The Senator was conveniently ont of the Chamber, and I do not
intend to repeat the argument even for his benefit. But I should
like to ask the Senator, if he will permit me, why not send the
resolution to the committee and put it in form? If you want to
gay we do not propose to recognize Colombia as having any offense

inst us or that we have committed any offense against Colom-
bia, put it in form and bring it in here and let the Senate act on
it. 80 to the committee. Youhave the committee. You own it.
You have eight to five members,

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not a question of its going to the com-
mittee. It is not a question of its coming back here for inter-
minable discussion, as the Senator from Colorado mildly suggests
it will be submitted to. That is not the question at all. Isay
that it will be misunderstood abroad. It is liable to be misunder-
stood by the representatives of Colombia; and in the interest of
the public service and in the interest of the people of this conntry
I say the Senate ought to dispose of it promptly and vote it down,
and show those people that those sentiments are not the senti-
ments which have any hold npon the judgment of either the Sen-
ate or the le of the United States.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I did not intend to say anything
more this afternoon, but the speech of the Senator from Rhode
Island probably justifies me in doing so.

I feel very confident in the assertion that the criticisms made
by the honorable Senator from Rhode Island and by the Senator
from Massachusefts and the Senator from Wisconsin are utterly
unwarranted, and I propose in a brief way to analyze the resoln-
tion and see whether or not it is entitled to the criticism and to
the denunciations which it has received to-day.

The Senator from Colorado pointed ount that there isnotasingle
allegation in the resolution as to the fact being the one way or the
other. What is the case when there is a dispute between parties?
The one side alleges its case and the other side alleges the oppo-
site case, and the effort fo submit to some tribunal the decision or
the determination of the issue raised by those two opposing state-
ments must always be accompanied by the proposition that there
is an issue, that there are conflicting claims. That is the reason
why there shounld be an arbitration or a submission to a tribunal.

Now, Mr. President, what does the resolution assert? It asserts
simply that there is a controversy between the United States and
Colombia, and we know that to be a fact. It does not say that
the case of the United States is the correct case, nor does it say
either directly or indirectly that the case of-Colombia is the cor-
rect case. It merely asserts in the simplest of language the fact
that there is a controversy and states what the confroversy is.
It states the controversy to be this, without assuming that either
the one side or the other is correct, because a proposition to sub-
mit to a tribunal can not be accompanied by an assertion that one
is right and the other is wrong.

The assertion simply is that it is alleged—and who denies that
it is alleged?—by Colombia that the United States, by the use of
itsland and naval forces, prevented it from asserting its anthority
and maintaining its sovereignty in Panama,

Mr, ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques-
tion?

Mr. BACON. I would rather the Senator would let me state
the case, and then I will be very happy to yield. I will yield now,
however, if the Senator insists.

Mr. ALDRICH. I was going to ask the Senator— )

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield?

Mr. BACON. I said I would, sir.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator said it appeared that that was
the attitude of Colombia. I ask him how it appeared that way?
I have seen no official correspondence which showed that.

Mr. BACON. We have not been favored with the official cor-
respondencs, but we do know the fact that Colombia has had in
this capital city a commissioner or minister, who has been here
for the p of presenting that case, and we know the fact
that there been a controversy between himself and the rep-
resentative of this Government in charge of diplomatic matters;
and if we are—

Mr. ALDRICH. How do we know that?

Mr. BACON. If wearetorely upon the published account, that
negotiation has ended without coming to a satisfactory conclu-
Blon. :

Now, Mr. President, where is the outrage in simply presenting
the fact that here is a controversy which is unsettled and which
is liable to lead to trouble? That is all this does. It says that
there is this claim on the part of Colombia and that it is liableto
lead to war. That is the inference, and in the presentation of it
that is the ground npon which it is put. Evidences are brought
to theattention of the Senate that there is danger, and who doubts
it? The sole purpose of it is not to bring on war, but to prevent

War.

Now, what do the distingnished Senators on the other side say?
They say that these resolutions are calculated to be misunder-
stood, and that that misunderstanding is calculated to precipitate
war. Letf us analyze that for a moment. Here are fwo parties,
the United States on the one hand and Colombia on the other,
who are knowu to all the world to have strained relations at this
time.

It is true that the diplomatic relations are kept up, butitis
known to every Senator in this Chamber, it is known to all people
in the United States who keep informed as to ordinary current
affairs, that the relations between the United States and Colombia
are strained. The only reason why we are not disturbed abont it
is that we are so perfectly confident in our gigantic sirength and
in the feebleness of the other power that we are not alarmed by
the fact. That is all there is in it.

Now, Mr. President, I am one of those who believe that we
should avoid war with a feeble power as well as with a great

wer. In what way can a proposition to submit to peaceful ar-

itration such a controversy be calculated to lead to war? What
is the situation? Here is this feeble country humiliated—whether
justly so or not, we know such is the fact, believing that it has
been unjustly treated. We say, if youn please, on the other hand,
to that country, you have not been unjustly treated.

Assume for the purpose of this argument that all is true that
has been said here to-day by the distingnished Senators on the
other side who propose to treat this resolution with such indignity.
Assume that everything they say as to the justice of the Ameri-
can cause is absolutely well founded and can not be successfully
controverted. Does that change the fact that there is a contro-
versy? Assume that we are absolutely right, and certainly Sena-
tors can ask no more than that; assume that every act of the
United States Government can be successfully defended. Sena-
tors can not ask more than that.

Then, if it be true, on the other side, that the other power does
not so think, and that there is liable to be trouble grow out of
such a difference of opinion, Senators say that a proposition to
compose this difference, of trying to get together in the first
place and agreeing about it, is calculated to bring on war.

Why, Mr. President, it is the most remarkable proposition, and
vet that is the proposition of Senafors. Here is a resolution in
accord with the avowed policy of the United States Government,
the avowed policy, as it has solemnly declared it, in the great
treaty which hasbeen made with most of the leading and a great
many of the smaller powers of the earth. What is that? That
whenever there is a controversy with another power which is
liable to lead to violence that controversy it will attempt to com-
gose. If it can not do so by agreement between themselves, then

y submitting it to the arbitrament of others.

Yet Senators stand in this Chamber and solemnly object to a
proposition by the great, strong power to a feeble, weak power,
** Do not let us have violence; we do not think we have done yon
; we think we have done right to you; but you think

a wWro
wrong been done. Let us get together in a friendly spirit,
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talk this matter over, and see if we can not agree about it.” Isit

too much for a great nation to say, ** If we have done you wrong,

we will make you recompense?’’ Is it too much for us, the great

power, to say to the weak power, ‘‘If we have not done you a

E‘mng. when that fact is ascertained, you must not insist that we
ver*’

There is nothing more than that. This resolution proposes to
advise the President of the United States as to the sentiment of
the Senate of the United States, in the first place, that we should
endeavor by this mutunal interchange to agree with Colombia and,
in the second place, that if we can not agree we will stand by the
declaration which we made in the great treaty; and we will en-
deavor to have other parties adjust this matter for us rather than
resort to war and bloodshed; yet the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. AvLprIicH], in a most emphatic manner, says it is known to
everybody that the Senate of the United States does not agree to
any such proposition as that; and the Senator from Rhode Island
assents, by the nod of his head, to what I now say as to his position.

Mr, ALDRICH. I said, if the Senator will permit me—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. BACON. Ido.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I did not say, as the Senator
from Georgia now seems to think I did, that I was opposed to ar-
bitration upon proper conditions. I did say that the Senate of the
United States was not in favor of the proposition of the Senator
from Georgi

Mr, BACON. Very well.

Mr. ALDRICH. And Isaid that as emphatically as I could,
becanse I believe it to be true.

Mr, BACON. Then I want to see whether the é)eroposition is
one other than arbitration. 'What boots it for the Senator to say
that he is ﬁ{;t opposed to aébitration, but that he i:{ opposed to
my particu roposition, if my proposition is simply a proposi-
tign for a.rbittalt]'ionp?;-.nd nothing more? How can t.hg genator rec-
oncile such statements? If my proposition is not a proposition for
arbitration, then the Senator may consistently take his position;
but if it is simply a proposition for arbitration, then there is no
consistency in the position of the honorable Senator.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—

T]éee PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia

iel
yer. BACON. Ido.

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not undertaking to discuss the merits
of the Senator’s proposition.

Mr. BACON. Ah! But I am undertaking to do so.

Mr. ALDRICH. There is much more in it than the question
of arbitration. I was simply saying that the pendency of the
resolution without action would necessarily creats trouble for us

a

Mr. BACON. Well, if its pendency without action creates
trouble abroad, it will simply ba because nonaction wounld raise
in the mind of this poor, weak power, which, like the worm when
tread upon, will turn, the impression that the United States
Government does not intend to treat with it, but intends to use
its giant pgwer like a brutal giant; and that is the only ground
upon which pendency can have such effect.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Connecticut?

Mr. BACON. Ido. 1

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wanted toask the Senator if he
really thought that there was any danger or probability that the
Colombian Government was going to war with the United States?

Mr. BACON. Mr. President— - ;

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator will permit me a
moment further—

Mr. BACON. Certainly.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It seems to me that the Senator®
entire resolution is based upon that proposition. - -

Mr. BACON. Itis.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think there is any dan-
ger of such a war.

Mr, BACON. Isay the resolution is not solely based on that,
but principally. I say, Mr. President, that if Colombia is too
weak to go to war, if she has nevertheless a controversy, however
fixed and determined we may be in the conviction that we are
right and that she is wrong. the very great disparity of power, the
verﬁ fact that we are a giant and she is a pigmy, lays upon us a
high cobligation to treat with her in a just manner; so that it is
not gimply, as the Senator says— .

Mr, IJ%..ATT of Connecticut rose. ~

Mr. BACON. Iam coming to that, unless the Senator desires
to interrupt me still further right now.

Mr. PLK'I‘T of Connecticut. It seems to me that the Senator

is assuming that Colombia has madesome demand npon us, which
we have not heard of officially, certainly.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am coming to the particular
point that the honorable Senator makes as to whether or not this
resolution is predicated nupon the danger of war with Colombia.
It is true, so far as I know, that there has been made public no
demand on the part of Colombia, but so far as general reports can
be credited Colombia has sent here an official representative who
has made a demand—whether she has made that demand in the
nature of an ultimatum or not I am not prepared to say. But
there can be no doubt about the fact that Colombia has had a
representative here who has presented to this Government the
fact thag. Colombia thinks she has a grievance against this Gov-
ernment.

We all know that fact. No man doubts that fact. The press
is full of it every day. There are outgivings of things which
must come by some inspiration from those who are in the inner
cirele and who know of facts which have not been disclosed to us.

But, Mr. President, is it possible that Senators doubt the fact
that the failure of the United States to appease Colombia in some
way will result in violence?

The newspapers ars full of stat>ments made by ple who
are upon the ground that that country is disturbed; tgg(t). thera is
a state of t excitement over this matter; that they feel they
have been humiliated; and that even if they acoomplisi nothing
by it, to preserve their honor they must make resistance and not
tamely submit.

The dispatch which I had read this morning, from the capital
of that country to the Washington Post, stated the feeling was of
such a nature that if there was no movement on the part of the
Government of Colombia to secure her righta as her people un-
derstood them it would result in internal disintegration of the
country; that the people would not support a government which
wonld lie down under such treatment without resistance.

Mr. President, is there any Senator here who believes that Co-
lombia will absolutely, without any resistance whatever, sur-
render the claim that she has a grievance against the Government
of the United States?

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. BACON. I do, with pleasure.

Mr. HALE. Assuming what the Senator says, that Colombia
will not submit and will inangurate war, npon what issue, npon
what proposition, upon what principle will Colombia inangurate
war upon us? Associated with this question is the fact that it is
only lately that we have heard all these protestations and argu-
ments and eloquence in favor of Colombia. We negotiated this
treaty—

Ar. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I have not argued
anything as to the merits of this case. Ihave studiously avoided
that. ;

Mr. HALE. I am simply following out what I think is the
lozical result of the Senator’s proposition, that Colombia will be
obliged in self-respect to inangurate war upon us.

I should like the Senator to tell us upon what proposition or
upon what principle would Colombia inaugurate war upon us
after she has rejected our treaty, made at her instance, made in
negotiation with her, giving her every advantage that Panama
now claims, and yet she deliberately, in the face of all that, reject-
ing it, adjourning her Co , and throwing into our face the
conditions that she made? Senator says she will inangurate
warupon us. Upon what proposition, I ask, will Colombia inau-
gurate war upon us?

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I was probably a little un-
fortunate in the use of my language when I said Colombia would
make war upon us. I should possibly have said, make war upon
Panama for the purpose of recovering her sovereignty in that
territory; and possibly that is an answer to the question of my
distinguished friend.

Mr. E. But your whole proposition is that the danger——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. BACON. Ido, with pleasure.

Mr. HALE. Ibeg pardon of the Chair. Does the Senator yield
to me?

Mr. BACON. Ido.

Mr. HALE. Thewhole Froposition is that the danger is not of
war, out of which we would be excluded, in which we will have
no part, but which will be a war to which we will be a party.
‘We shall not inangurate war with Colombia. If war comes, it
will be the act of Colombia.

Again, I repeat, I wish some Senator on the other side would
state the proposition upon which Colombia will take such steps’
as will resulf in war with us. I want to avert war. I have said
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here and elsewhere that I think that nothing can be so abominable
as war. I loatheit; Idread it; Iabominateit. Iwould do almost
anything—I would make almost any compromise with Colombia
to avoid war. But I can not for the life of me see in the history
of this matter where Colombia, in the eyes of the world, hasa
single shred of fﬂmﬂ to stand upon in inaungurating a war that
might result in hostility to the United States.

Mr. BACON. Now, if the Senator will permit me to answer
his question, I shall endeavor to do so.

The Senator, in response to the suggestion I made, that war
would be made by Colombia on Panama, then spoke of that as a
war in which we would have no part. Of course, Mr. President,
if that were the correct statement of the case, the inquiry of the
Senator would be extremely pertinent.

But we all know from the situation, from what we have already
done, from the pendency of the treaty, in which there is a distinct
guaranty for the maintenance of the independence of Panama,
%at war upon Panama means a war on us. Everybody knows

at.

But, _Mr. President. T do not wish to be led off from the point I
am on in this case, and I want the Senate to witness that I have
used no argument in this discussion in support of any contention
that Colombia is right and that the United States is wrong.

I have scmpulouslg avoided that. I have uttered no word to
the effect that the United States is wrong. I have uttered no
word, directly or indirectly, that Colombia is right. I have en-
deavored carefully, in the drafting of this resolution, to present
simply the fact that there is a controversy, withont saying who
is right or who is wrong. I say it is a controversy which shounld
be composed by agreement, if possible, and, if not by agreement;,
then by arbitration. That is all there is in it.

Mr. ident, the honorable Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
ALDRICE! says that no Senator here is in favor of such a thing.

Mr. RICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon.

Mr. BACON. I did not mean to say that. I mean the Senator
said the Senate is not in favor of this.

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; Isay the Senate is not in favor of this,

Mr. BACON. Of course he did not say ** no Senator,’” because
I am in favor of it, if nobody else is. Of course that was a slip
of the tongue. Every Senator, Mr. President, it seems to me, if
he could divest himself of any consideration of the i case
before us, would be in favor of it if I have succeeded in doing
what I attempted todo. This was simply to present the fact that
there is a controversy between the United States and the Republic
of Colombia, and that in the presence of that fact there should
be an effort at agreement between us, rather than a fight, and that
in the failure—

Mr. ALDRICH rose.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me just a moment—
and that in the failure of such an agreement we should submit it
to arbitration—the point I am coming to, and that is the reason I
asked the Senator from Rhode Island to postpone his interruption
for a moment, is this: If that is my in these resolutions,
is it not a laudable purpose? Can anybody object to that purpose?
If the purpose is to present the fact that there is a controversy,
and to to have that controversy smoothed over by an agree-
ment, or, in the absence of ability to , by an arbitration, is
there a Senator here who will say that is not a laudable purpose?

Now, if I have been unfortunate in the use of language, if I
have not correctly phrased these resolutions, their purpose being
as I have stated, what is the duty of the Senate?

If that is the purpose, and if it is a laudable p: if that is
in accord with the avowal of this Government when it gave its
adhesion to the great treaty of arbitration—what is the duty of
the Senate if I have failed to carry it out properly? Manifestly
to put it before a committee and let that committee put the reso-

lution in pro‘f:r shape. 3

Mr. President, there are some considerations in this matter
which I do not think have occurred to Senators. I recognize the
fact that what has been done in Panama is an accomplished fact.

I know that revolutions do not go backward. The history of
the world has never shown a case where a revolution went back-
ward. They are sometimes diverted, going in different directions
from those originally anticipated, but the status quo ante has
never in the history of the whole world been restored. I recog-
nize the fact that revolution in Panama is an accomplished revolu-
tion. I recognize the fact that it is an impossibility to undo it.

If the revolution is an accomplished fact and can not be undone,
then, if wrong has been done and restitution can not be made
through a restoration of the status quo ante—

Mr. HALE rose.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me just a moment——

Mr. HALE. Yes.

Mr. BACON. Therefore, if in the accomplishment of this fact
a wrong has been done, the only possible way to do justice is by

an agreement or an adjudication in some way. If no wrong hag
been done, then there is no harm in the effort to make our adver-
saries see that no wrong has been done and to satisfy them that
we are in the right.

Mr. HALE. Right there—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr, BACON. Yes. .

Mr. HALE. I recognize two things here. There ought not to
be too much interruption—

Mr. BACON. I do not object to it at all.

Mr. HALE. But the life of the Senate and debate comes from
gi ktind of interruption that is suggested by the remarks of a

ator—

Mr. BACON. The Senator is always privileged to interrupt
me when he desires to do so.

Mr. HALE. Such interruption brings out his own thought as
well as that of the objector. Now, right there, the Senator said
that he recognized that this was an accomplished revolution. I
thought that was a large statement——

Mr, BACON. Well, I so recognize it.

Mr. HALE. A large admission; and I rose to ask the Senator
if his resolution is based upon the recital that this revolution is
accomplished.

Mr. BACON. I am perfectly willing to include that.

Mr. HALE. That a government has been set up in Panama
which is self-existing, which we have recognized, and with whom
we have opened relations.

Mr. BACON. I do not think it is self-sustaining.

Mr. HALE. That is a matter of the future.

Mr. MORGAN. Nor self-existing.

Mr. HALE. And such being the fact, upon the question of
whatever compensation or consideration may be allowed to Co-
lombia because of her dismemberment and because an important
province has been rifted away from her and is fo have chargeasa
nation and possess the territory over which we build the canal,
therefore the Senator from Georgia contends that it is incumbent
upon the United States to recognize some claim of Colombia for
compensation for what has been taken from her. I agree to that.

Mr. BACON. Ihope the Senator will propound his inquiry,
and let me answer it, for it is very difficult, when the Senator
mal;gganinqujryandthen makes a speech, for me to answer his
question.

Mr. HALE. The Senator understands that you can not always
make an inquiry— g

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will not ask a question, I have no
objfctlon to his continuing; but if he asks a question, I desire to
Teply.

Mr. HALE. The Senator understands that one can not always
ask questions without also giving one’s views.
thT];le PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia has

e floor.

Mr:ﬂBAOON. I have yielded to the Senator from Maine tem-
porarily.

Mr, HALE. I do not mean unduly to interrupt the Senator.

Mr, President, I would go further than the Senator. Instead
of leaving the question of what compensation shall be granted to
Colombia, either by ing what Panama ghall do in pay-
ment to Colombia, or outright for our own part in connection
with the canal, I would be in favor of a liberal adjustment, a
liberal compensation to Colombia, without referring the matter
to The Hague tribunal.

I EEEPO% the Senator feels as I do about The Hague tribunal,
I think the Senator agrees with me that The Hague tribunal is
a paper tribunal. Russiaoriginated it, but Russia would not con-
sent that the question of Manchuria should be sent to The Hague
tribunal. We wonld not consent that the question of the ocen-
pation of any territory we have taken outside should be decided
by The Hague tribunal. If is rather, I may say, in the air.

I am sorry that it is so; but does not the Senator appreciate
tha{.)t the?ﬁme hasnot come to send real controversies to Tge Hague
tribunal?

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—

Mr. HALE. I am willing to go to a great extent in compen-
sating Colombia.

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. BACON. Ido.

_Mr. PATTERSON. I want to ask the Senator from Maine a
question in connection with his statement of making liberal com-
pensation to Colombia. Upon what ground would the Senator
}nakelljlzabéral compensation to Colombia, and compensate Colombia

or W

Mr. HALE, Not in the least for anything that we have done,
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Mr. PATTERSON. Oh!

Mr. HALE. Notintheleast; but wearebound up and tied upto
this gigantic world-wide enterprise of a canal across the Isthmus,
and I would be in favor—not in any way granting for a moment
that we have done more than we ought to have done, for I do not
think we have—of going further. I would help Panama, if Pana-
ma shall declare that she will compensate Colombia for the loss
of territory, the loss of prestige, all that a nation desires, and all
she is sensitive npon. i

I would go so far as to gnarantee Colombia’s claim for that in
order to avoid war. I donot think thata war would be doubtful;
but I think it would be a poor business for us to be involved in
war with Colombia, Mr, President. I am free to say that I do
not want to see it; I want to avertit. That is why I would take
the action I have indicated.

Hi&r.}PATTERSON . I presume the Senator from Maine [Mr.
LE]—
yiglge PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
?

Mr. BACON. I have yielded.

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Maine would not main-
tain that it is the duty of the United States, or that it is incum-
bent upon the United States in any way, to make large donations
to the different nations of the world, whether great or small. be-
cause in a perfectly legitimate way, throngh a legitimate revoiu-
tion that was successful, those countries had lost territory.

The only ground upon which the Senator from Maine or the
Administration can think of consenting to the granting of com-
pensation to Colombia is because away down deep in their hearts
they are conscious that the United States has been guilty of a
wrong in connection with this so-called revolution.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I must ask the Senator from
Maine to let me reply to him, and in order that he may doso I
will ask the Senator to repeat his question without a speech, be-
cause I really have lost the thread of it and have forgotten the
question the Senator first asked me.

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] has
interposed in such an effective way that he has drawn my atten-
tion away from the matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators must understand that
this conversation is not in order.

Mr. HALE. I only want to say now —

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine is out
of order.

Mr. HALE. Then I will retire,

Mr. BACON. I shall be glad to have the Senator from Maine
repeat his question. !

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Docss the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. BACON. I yield, and Ihave so stated.

Mr. HALE. I do not know what theSenator wants.

Mr. BACON. Of course it is an exceedingly difficult thing for
me to resume the thread of my argument.

The Senator from Maine asked me a guestion. He then made
a speech on it of some length and propounded several other ques-
tions in the course of it. I recollect distinctly that his question
was one to which I desired to reply, and then the Senator from
Colorado [Mr. PaTTERsoN] intervened with a speech.

Mr. HALE. To which I desired to reply.

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I return to the main propo-
sition. Senators have criticised the resolution in the severest
manner. They propose to treat it with an indignity which I have
never seen since I have been in the Senate and refuse it even a
reference to a committee. I say that the action proposed by the
majority in this case is absolutely without defense.

ere is not a single line or letter in the resolution which says
that there is any just claim against the United States. There is
not a line or letter which says that the United States has com-
mitted any wrong. There is not a line or letter which says that
the Republic of Colombia has any just claim. The sole state-
ment is that which is made in the case of every proposed submis-
gion to arbitration, that there is a controversy; that the parties
are at issue; that they are at a disagreement; and it is proposed,
in view of that fact, that the parties shall get together and agree,

Mr. HEYBURN rose.

Mr. BACON. 1 ask the Senator to pardon me for just a few
minutes and then I will yield to him with great pleasure.

Mr. HEYBURN. I wanted to ask a question of the Senator.

Mr. BACON. In a little while I will yield with great pleasure,
but I must be permitted to state my proposition. As I said, this
resolution simply presents the fact that there is a controversy.
The fact isimplied, if not stated in direct language, that such con-
troversy is liable to lead to war, to violence.

Is there any difference between that and any other proposition
snbmitted to arbitration? How can Senators say they favor arbi-

tration but are opposed to this particular arbitration?

One of the Senators asked whether or not that which is alleged
to be an act of dishonor is to be submitted. There is no such
intimation in the resolution; but if it is there, take it ouf.

I have not any pride in phra.seolcgy. I simply want the United
States Government te proclaim to the world that while it believes
it is right and has committed no wrong, in view of the fact that
the opposite party thinks otherwise, rather than submit to violence
and war it will endeavor to agree with its adversary.

The Senator from Maine says he would be willing to compen-
sate her. He is very wise in that. But the Senator objects to a
submission to The Hague tribunal. That is only the last alterna-
tive, and that can be stricken ont if the Senate should think other-
wise, There are two distinet propositions. The resoluntion, like
all other resolutions, is doubtless imperfect, and when the Sena-
torial mind is applied it will be changed.

Now, here is a plain proposition, which I will submit to the
Senator from Maine. e first of these clauses advises an en-
deavor, by treaty and agreement, fo arrive at some adjustment
of this matter. There is no mention in the first clause of The
Hague tribunal. If the Senator goes that far, then it is a very
simple matter, when the resolution comes up for consideration,
to reject the other alternative proposition of The Hague tribunal.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. BACON. Ido.

Mr, HALE, Ihavesaid right there that if the Senator confined
his resolution to a recital that there was an accomplished revolu-
tion and a government set up in Panama, and that the United
States, recognizing the entire sitnation, not in any way admittin
that it had done more than it should have done; that Colombia

. been by this revolution dismembered, it was a subject worthy of

negotiation between the United States and Colombia, and in any
compensation which Panama, representing this accomplished rev-
olution. should make to Colombia the United States would con-
sider, owing to its interest in the canal over Panama, the question
of adopting or gnaranteeing Panama’s payment: not that we owe
anything, but that it is worth considering and worth avoiding
war to negotiate with Colombia upon the basis of an accom-
plished revolution to compensate Colombia for the dismember-
ment of her territory. I am in favor of that (I do not know
whether any other Senator on this side is in favor of it) rather
than war,

Mr. BACON. While the snggzestion of the Senator from Maine
does not go as far as I want it, [ am so anxious that there shounld
be something which shall pacify that people and produce upon
them the impression that the United States Government p
to deal fairly with them, and to endeavor if possible to adjust
their differences, if the Senator will frame his resolution, I will
accept it as an amendment.

I repudiate and I deny that there is any ground for the charge
of Senators here that this resolution has any possible intimation
of favoritism to Colombia as against the United States. It simply
says that Colombia alleges thus and so, and says that that con-
troversy should be settled withount a resort to arms.

I say now to the Senator from Maine that while his resolution
as suggested by him does not, in my opinion, go to the entire ex-
tent of this controversy, still, if he will frame it npon the lines
which he has indicated, I will very gladly accept it as a substi-
tute. What further gunaranty can.I give of good faith, or what
further argument could be advanced as to the utter groundless-
ness of the charge which Senators on the other side have made as
to this resolution?

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator and I are approaching each
other. This matter will undoubtedly go over.

Mr. CULLOM. It has gone over.

Mr. HALE. It has really formally gone over, If I can frame
a substitute for the Senator’s resolution which covers the thought
which is in my mind, it will not in the least interfere with the
ratification of the treaty.

Mr. BACON. Not in the least.

Mr. HALE. Not in the least.

Mr. BACON. It has nothing to do with it.

f]!?dfi HALE. {.%t h&_sfnpthing to do withit, It
[ usting an cifying—

Mr. BACON. Yes.

Mr.HALE. Theconditionthatexistsbetween Colombiaand us.

Mr,. BACON. Will the Senator allow me right there, before
passing from that, to make a suggestion, and I will yield the
floor to him again. I said it had no reference to the ratification
of the treaty. I wonder if Senators on the other side have had
the thought in their minds as to whether or not the passage of
such a resolution as this might not pave the way for the voting
of the treaty by those who can not now vote for it.

Mr. HALE. Iam inclined to think it would.

Mr. BACON. Of course it might, for this reason: There are

is oniy a question
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Benators who think that the United States hasnot been altogether
justified in what has been done and who are averse to the treaty,
not becaunse of any objection to the treaty, but because they do
not wish by their votes to give their assent and their approval to
what they conceive to have been illegal acts.

They know the fact that those illegal acts can not be undone.
They know that an accomplished revolution can not be set aside,
and they know the only ground upon which they can stand con-
sistently with that objection is upon the ground that the United
States proposes to do justice; and when that assurance is given
all is done which conld be shown by a vote against the treaty.

Mr. HALE. My proposition does not in any way go upon the
ground that the Administration has done otherwise than what
under the circumstances it was obliged to do.

Mr. BACON. Neither does this resolution.

Mr. HALE. While I regret the condition, I think that every-
thing which has been done had to be dome. I think we should
ratify the treaty.

I think that without any question, without raising the point,
and not admitting that we have been rash or harsh or unjust or
aggressive, we have done just what we should have done; that
the revolution is an accomplished fact, and that we can afford
now, ratifyinlf that treaty, to negotiate on a fair basis with Colom-
bia, so that if Panama, the new State we have recognized and
which has been recognized by the world generally, compensates
Colombia for her loss of territory we can well afford, under the
conditions, to recognize that action and in some way indorse or
adopt or ratify what Panama does. We are taking no back track.
In fact, it is on the basis and on the proposition that we have done
what we ought to have done. The revolution is accomplished.

The proposition of the Senator that the revolution is an accom-
plished fact is the most important.

Mr. BACON. Thereis one thought I wish to submit to the
Senator in connection with that. We ourselves have a very

t interest in it outside of the matter of the desire to do what
right. We have a very great interest in the fact that when
that canal is located it is of the utmost importance that there
should not be in the immediate vicinity of it four millions and a
half of hostile le.

There is no éongt about that fact, so that we can afford to do
what the Senator from Maine said he is willing to do—provide
that out of whatever Colombia shall be adjudged to be due her
we will guarantee the payment. We have such a personal, such
a material interest of the greatest kind, that we can afford to pay
money that we do not owe if by that we are to have material
benefit therefrom.

Now, Mr. President, as I said before, recognizing the revolution
as an accomplished fact, and I am glad to see the Senator from
Wisconsin in his place— ;

Mr. SPOONER. I was obliged to be absent.

Mr. BACON. Istated the fact that the Senator was called
away by official business. I am glad to see him back, becanse I
desire to reply to that part of his speech.

I have stated before, and repeat now, that I recognize the fact
that this is an accomplished revolution; that it is no exception to
the general rule that no revolution goes backward and it can not
be undone. Those who are dissatisfied with what has been done
know that restitution, or compensation, if you please, can not be
madeblg the restoration of the status quo ante. That is an im-

ihility.
po‘ﬁlerefore, the only possibility for those who oceupy that ground
is to have the assurance, not that the United States will do any-
thing, but that it will stand ready to do if it shall be determined it
ought to do. I appeal to the Senator from Wisconsin to know if,
r such a proposition as that, his criticism upon the resolu-
tion was not unjust and unfounded.

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—

3-153? PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia

Mr. BACON. Ido. I am sorry the Senator has not been here
to hear my comment on the resolution.

Mr, SPOONER. SoamI. I did not know until this morning
that the Senator would introduce the resolution.

Mr. BACON. I had no idea that there would be any debate
upon it.

er. %POONER. Therefore I had made a different arrangement
of my time.

Mr. BACON. I stated that the Senator was absent necessarily.

Mr, SPOONER. Iam alwayspresent when I can be here,
bugr' BACON. I stated that the Senator was absent on official

ness.

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, of course the power to
negoﬁate with Colombia about any matter of controversy between
Colombia and the United States will continue to exist. That
power is conferred 1:3(1);1 the President by the Constitution.

I do not think in this situation that the Senate ought to pass

any resolution which would not pass except for the opinion of
the Senate that prima facie there was a wrong done.

Mr. BACON. No.

Mr, SPOONER. Well, I think so.

Mr. ALDRICH. Or about to be done.

Mr. SPOONER. Or about to bedone,

Mr,. BACON. No.

Mr. MORGAN. Contemplated.

Mr, SPOONER. A contemplated wrong. The Senator thinks
that wrong has been done and wrong will be done.

Mr. MORGAN. That is my opinion. It cuts going or coming.

Mr. SPOONER. But, Mr. President, what about the effect
upon the court, the tribunal whose arbitraments the Senator in-
vokes by this resolution, if it were even inferentially assumed,
as it is?hera, that the Government of the United States has been

wrong?

Mr. BACON. I regret extremely the Senator has not been in

the Cl:lamber during the debate, because I traveled all over that

und.

gTi,desire to say to him now that I have said if the resolution is
phrased infelicitously, and if the great prominent purpose is cor-
rect, to wit, to avoid controversy, then it can be redrafted by the
Senate or by the Committee on Foreign Relations in such a way
as to absolutely negative the suggestion which the Senator now
makes. The Senator from Maine himself has indicated on the
floor of the Senate a resolution which would so negative it, and I
have said to him that I would accept it if he framed it.

Mr. HALE. In the absence of the Senator from Wisconsin—
and I am very sorry that he was obliged to be away—the Senator
from Georgia stated an advanced ground, that he recognized the
revolution was an accomplished fact; that he was not seeking in
any way to involve a proposition that the Administration %ad
conducted wrongly in the matter, but that his desire was for
some negotiation with Colombia which would result in the pre-
vention of open war.

I thought, as I said, that that was an advanced doctrine. I do
not know that anybody on this side agrees with me in that view.
I do not know that anybody on the other side agrees with the Sen-
ator from Georgia in that advanced doctrine.

I stated that if that was the Senator’s idea, that it did not in-
volve any proposition that the Government had been wrong, that
it recogmzes the revolution, and only involved a negotiation with
Colombia in which the United States might properly take an in-
terest in what Panama should do, compensating Colombia for her

bereft t.erritong, I was in favor of that.
thMr. BACON. The only suggestion I made in addition to
at—

Mr. HALE. Idid not think the Senator and I were very far
apart. So the points the Senator from Wisconsin is now making
are all eliminated by the suggestion of the Senator from Georgia.

Mr, BACON. I wish to say to the Senator, as I see he is exam-
ining the resolution, that I am not wedded to that phraseology at
all. I am perfectly willing that it should be changed in any way
reasonable and stated as strongly as you please that the United
Statfes does not admit, directly or by implication, having done any
wrong, but that there isa controversy, a claim, on the part of the
Republic of Colombia, and that we propose that that shall be
composed between us by a treaty—a negotiation—in which we
will endeavor to arrive at a conclusion.

Then the additional proposition is that in the event that can
not be done it ghall be referred fosome tribunal. But if the Sen-
gitor does not wish to go that far, strike out the last proposi-

on.

All T want is now, at a time when I believe if thereis any re-
liance to be put u the information which comes to us there
is danger of bloodshed, that the United States Government shall .
say to this weak and feeble people, who can not demand or re-
quire anything of us, that we propose to investigate this matter
and in some such way as the Senator from Maine indicates, orin
some other way, try to do whatever the circumstances may prove
to be our duty in the premises. :

That is all. If it is not in proper shape, put it in proper shape.
I am not at all wedded to that pa.rticuﬁr phraseclogy. Change
it in any way you wish, just so that you embody that principle.

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—

Mr, BACON. If the Senator is through, I owe the Senator
from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] an apology for having delayed so long
in my promise. I was at a point of my argument which did not
permit me to stop at the moment, and now I do so with pleasure.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia
yields to the Senator from Idaho.

Mr., HEYBURN. I appreciate the courtesy of the Senator
from Georgia. I wish to ask the guestion whether or mot this
resolution is directed to the payment of a claim which has been
1;:1&.411131113l the Colombian Government or only to one the making
of which is anticipated?
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Mr. BACON. Inreply tothe question of the honorable Senator,
I can say this and only this, that of course I have not seen the
official papers. We know the fact that there has been here a
representative of the Government of Colombia, and we know from
Egaﬂneral stage&menta in the papers the nature of the claim which

been made.

We know from the facts which have been stated what wounld
nafurally be the character of the claim. Buf, if the Senator will
mtm me, in the recast of the resolution, as proposed by the

tor from Maine, there could possibly be no criticism upon
that ground. I have shown the utmost liberality of disposition
in the matter by saying that I will ncoe%t any modification and
any phraseology that may be desired and which does not go to
the extent of asserting that either one or the other is either right
or wrong, because in that event there could be no proper basis
e T atlh mocept ything which will the general

accept an g whic preserve the gen
proposition of the design on our part not to treat this feeble, im-
potent people, who can exact nothing of us, otherwise than in
a kindly and considerate manner do what justice may re-
uire. .

i Mr. HEYBURN. I will ask the Senator whether or not he can
define or cares to define the limits of the questions to be sub-
nu#t.e;l to arbitration upon which an attempt might be made to

agree

Mr. BACON. We can not define that. AIl we can do is to
suggest to the Executive thaf we favor the opening of negotia-
tions with the eral view. The details, of course, must be
worked out by the executive department.

If the Senator from Idaho desires more definite information, I
will simply refer him to the statement which has been made
twice by the Senator from Maine as to the scope of the resolution
which he proposes to kindly draft as an amendment.

Mr. HE%'BURN. I ask the Senator if it is not premature at
this time to take the initiative in anticipating questions that may
be presented for settlement on the part of a government that has
as yet made no claim?

Mr, BACON. Is the Senator aware of the fact that it has
made no claim? On the contrary, we have every reason to be-
lieve that it has.

Mr, SPOONER. Had we not better wait?

Mr, STEWART. Until we know.

Mr. SPOONER. Inother words, if the Senator will permit me,
why should the Senate of the United States resolve itself into the
vicarious representative of Colombia to assert for it claims against
the United States which we do not know Colombia has asserted
against the United States?

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Wisconsin is not generally
as unfair—

Mr, SPOONER. I did not mean to be.

Mr, BACON. Asthat in%euiry makes him appear fo be.

Mr,. SPOONER. It may be a mistake, but it is not intentional
unfairness.

Mr. BACON. I understand that, but the Senator misunder-
stands me. I say, as unfair as that presentation of it appears to
make him to be. e unfairness to which I alluded was in the sug-

ion that there was anyone here representing the claims of

mbia. I have stated repeatedly that I did not follow thelead
of my distinguished friend or of others in discussing the merits of
the controversy between Colombia and the United States.

A i e N M
BCTTL y av a single argumen ow om
has a grievance or that the United States had acted improperly
with reference to her. Whatever may be personally my opinion
I make no such statement in this discussion. It would be un-
worthy of a proposition for arbitration to accompany it with any
guch statement.

I have confined myself all along to the proposition that our re-
lations are strained, and we know that they are, that there is an
alleged grievance, a claim of grievance. Assuming, I said in the
Senator’s absence, that every claim was unfounded and that the
cause of the United States was absolutely impregnable in its de-
fense as right from beginning to end, still, if there is this disputed
claim it is a matter for agreement, especially in view of the fact,
if the statements in the press are correct and state the feeling in
Colombia, that there may be at any time an outbreak., We have
the statement frequently made that the Colombian people have
only been held quiet because their representative was here, and
that in the absence of his final report they would not act, but that
there is every reason to fear that upon his report there would be
an outbreak.

These are a weak, feeble people, whose outbreak can not hurt
in the loss of the lives of some of our officers and sol-

gj!e:sx at power can not be measured against ourselves, as I
have eaid in the course of this debate. 'We are a giant and they

are a pigmy.

But the fact of their feebleness does not relieve us from the re-
sponsibility of recognizing the great principle to which we hayve
given our adherence in the great arbitration -treaty, that be the

wer strong or weak, great or small, we will not resort to vio-

ence, or not stand still in the presence of threatened violence,
but whenever such violence is threatened, whether we are right
or wrong, or rather I will pnt it more strongly, assuming that
we are in every particular ﬁf;ft’ we will not sit still, but will
endeavor that the difference shall be settled in some other way
than by a resort to arms; that we will do what we can to carry
that idea ount, and that we will do it more guickly in the case of
a weak nation than we will do it in the case of a strong one.

Mr. SPOONER rose.

Mr. CULLOM. Some liftle time ago I rose to move that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. I sup-
med e Senator from Wisconsin had taken his seat; but as he

risen, I will not ﬁl;meed with my motion at this time.

Mr. SPOONER. . President, I have no desire to discuss this
matter further for the sake of discussion. I said when I had the
honor to address the Senate on this resolution in the first instance
that it would be impossible for me to be wanting in appreciation
of the patriotism, sincerity, and high purpose of the Senator from
Geo [Mr. BACON].

But the Senator has not used infelicitous langnage in this reso-
lution. My objection to this resolution is not to its form, but its
theory and substance. The Senator thinks clearly and, as almost
every man who thinks clearly, expresses histhonght clearly. Itis,
ais a rule, only those who do not think clearly who speak without
clearness.

I have regarded this resolution as im:lﬁrme. The Senator
assnmes, and I think at the wrong time, that the Administration,
the Government, if I may so speak, has committed questionable

acts—

Mr. BACON. No; Idonot. TheSenator is mistaken.

Mr, SPOONER. A, let us see; questionable acts in connec-
tion with this great transaction. If the Senator does not imply
that by his resolution, what is there to negotiate about with
lombia? What is there to be referred to The Hague tribunal,
with Colombia a party on the one side and the United States a
party on the other?

Mr, BACON. Will the Senator permit me to answer the ques-
tion?

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly.

Mr. BACON. I can not answer it more forcibly, I think, than
to repeat what I have said, that if we assume that we are abso-
lutely right in every particular and that the ground of complaint
of Colombia is absolutely unfounded, still if that complaint is
made and the controversy exists, that is a question to be referred
and does not imply any recognition of any wrong on the part of
the United States.

And more especially will that be so if the resolutions are framed
in accordance with the suggestion of the Senator from Maine,
absolutely making the reservation and denying that there is any
wrong perpetrated on the part of the United States.

Mr. SPOONER. Upon what does the Senator from Georgia
predicate the assumption of this resolution?
SeMr. Hg_lé;E ‘Will the Sental.;c:: Halli}ow mei;n I glﬁderstood %ha

nator from Georgia to say is proposition did not involve
%n izlsjstence upon this matter being referred to The Hague tri-

anal-—

Mr. BACON. Of course.

Mr. HALE. That his main object was first recognizing an ac-
complished revolution.

Mr. SPOONER. Asa fact.

Mr, HALE. As an accomplished fact. Then with no declara-
tion or assumption, and he has just at this moment repudiated
that the Administration had been wrong, stating that to avoid war
it was worth while to negotiate with Colombia, not for changing
the status on the Isthmus, not upon subverting that set-up Repub-
lic, but simply with relation to any compensation that Panama
might make to Colombia for the loss of territory.

erefore, from our association with the Isthmus and with this
g;eat enterprise, we could afford, I said in the absence of the
nator and I say it here, althongh I may be alone, rather than
have a war, a poor war, a lean war, a successful war, that in two
weeks would spend much money with no gain to us, I wounld
much rather gnarantee anything that Panama may seek to do to
compensate Colombia for her loss of territory; and I understood
that was the proposition for consideration. Going back is not
consistent,.

Referring to the fribunal is only to negotiate. I may say fur-
ther that I believe to-day negotiations are going onin the direction
the Senator has indicated in his last proposition, and that any-
thing we do here, instead of contravening that, would help us.
That is the situation, which, of course, the Senator did not under-

stand becaunse he was not here.
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Mr. SPOONER. Yes; Iunderstand if. Isympathize with the
general purpose of the Senator from Maine and the general pur-

e of the Senator from Georgia. I have not been able to see,
owever, any theory consistent with the action of the Govern-
ment of the United States by which the Senate can recognize an
interest in Panama or a cause of action or claim growing out of
the revolution in Panama on the part of Colombia.

‘We have passed the stage where the United States can recog-
nize Colombia as having any longer any proprietary interest in
or sovereignty over Panama.

It has seemed to me, Mr. President, that the only avenue of
approach to Colombia between the United States and Colombia
must be throngh the Republic of Panama.

. If this were a resolufion suggesting to the President the good

offices of the United States to bring about an adjustment be-
tween the Republic of Panama and that of an independent re-
f}::jl;]ic and the United States of Colombia, that would be one

Mﬁ HALE. That is about what it is.

Mr. SPOONER. No; it is not.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not this resolution.

Mr, HALE. It is not this resolution.

Mr. SPOONER. That would involveno imputation in any way
upon the Government of the United States; no impeachment of its
honor. On the contrary, it would recognize the Republic of Pan-
nnia as Mll: accm}:g)liah fact, as itlis. ‘. it <

t might perhaps proceed wisely enough upon the -
things considered, that it would be for the advantage 01%3.9-
public of Panama, as well as for ourselves, in view of our rela-
tionship to the Isthmus, that arrangements should be made to
bring about peaceful and pleasant international relations between
Colombia and the Republic of Panama.

Mr. BACON. I understand that to be practically what the
Senator from Maine says.

Mr, SPOONER. But that is not this resolution.

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator bear in mind that the Senator
from Georgia has abandoned that?

Mr. SPOONER. Hashe doneso? Ihave not heard it from him.

Mr. BACON. No; Isaid I would accept the substitute of the
Senator from Maine.

Mr. HALE. That is abandoning it.

Mr. SPOONER. I have not heard it from him,

Mr, HALE. The Senator stated it very clearly.

Mr. SPOONER. No; the Senator from Maine and I under-
stand each other.

Mr. BACON. And the Senator from Maine and I understand
each other, too.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Georgia and I may soon
understand each other.

Mr. HALE. I consider when the Senator says that he would
accept the suggestion I had made—

Mr. BACON. I asked the Senator from Maine to frame a
resolution.

Mr. HALE. ThatI would frame a resolution his resolution
was to be withdrawn.

Mr. BACON. No; I would accept it as a substitute in place
of it.
hlsMr. HALE. Now, the Senator from Wisconsin is felicitous in

is praise.

r. SPOONER. Thank you.

Mr. HALE. He has brought in a phrase that is well known in
diplomacy—**the good offices of the United States’’—in an ad-
justment not between us and Colombia, but between Panama
and Colombia.

Mr. SPOONER. Now the Senator is on more solid ground.

Mr, HALE. That is only a matter of expression,

Mr. SPOONER. No, it is not; it is a matter of substance.

Mr. HALE, That is precisely what it would come to. I
should be in favor of it, and I think it would help negotiations
that are now going on. I think it would do more to avert war
tﬂantrg{ythmg that can be done. Then we will go on and ratify

2] .

Mr, SPOONER. It is absolutely impossible for the Senator
from Georgia, with all his ability, or for the Committee on For-
eign Relations, with their ability——

r. BACON. Wae are both on it.

Mr. SPOONER. To recast these resolutions on the theory
which the Senator had in mind when he drew them, which would
eliminate, in my judgment, the fatal objection to them.

Mr. BACON. Let the Senator from Maine try it.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Maine can do almost any
intellectual thing he tries to do.

Mr. HALE. I thank the Senator; I will try it.

Mr. SPOONER. But this resolution recognizes inherently an
allegation or the existence of a wrong on the part of the United
States which either ought to be adjusted by the United States

with Colombia, or, failing in that, be referred to some interna-
tional judicial tribunal for adjustment.

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator what I have said re-
peatedly. I do not know whether I repeated it since he has been
in the Chamber. I have disclaimed any such intention. IfI
have been infelicitous in my language that is my infirmity and
not my intention. I do think when half a dozen times I have dis-
claimed it and on the contrary said I designed it otherwise, I
should have at least a surcease,

Mr. SPOONER. I have not imputed to the Senator any pur-
pose different from that which he expresses. I am giving my
opinion about the effect of this resolution. that is all. He says
‘“ the alleged forcible prevention by said land or naval forces.”

Mr. BACON. That is what Colombia alleges—nobody else.

Mr. SPOONER. How do you know? Who says so?

Mr. BACON. I will not answer the Senator, because I have
studiously avoided discussing the question whether or notthere is
right or wrong oneither side. I have not gone into that. Imay
do so at some other time.

Mr. SPOONER. Ah,that is the trouble with thismatter. We
are certainly not in this sifuation to act upon newspaper state-
ment. It will befit us to wait until we know what Colombia

asserts.

Mr. BACON. It would be well to hold the resolutions, then,
until we can ascertain, and not consign them to the wastebasket.

Mr. SPOONER. I think, so far as the structure of the resolu-
tion is concerned—and I say that with all deference to my friend
from Georgia—it ought to wait. I think the resolution ought to
be disposed of. The controversy, if there be one, between the
United States and Colombia can very easily be taken up in the
usual course of diplomacy later.

It ought not to be taken up by the Senate, especially in the ab-
sence of all knowledge of any contention upon the part of Colom-
bia. The resolution 18 premature, and it is calculated to do harm
instead of :

Mr. BACON. I do not think so.

Mr. SPOONER. If there is anything in the implication of this
resolution, it impeaches the honor of the United States. We have
never a%reed to refer a question of national honor to any outside
tribuna

Mr. BACON. The Senator is not justified in maki
statement. Is there anything in the resolution that Ig;:uhea
the honor of the United States? The Senator was not here; I
went all over that ground.

. tI?lfr SPOONER. ButIam herenow,and I haveread this reso-
ution.

Mr. BACON. The Senator is here, and I will repeat what I
said before. The resolution makes no allegation as to the right
or the wrong.

It simply recites the fact that there is a controversy, and aside
from that I said to the Senator from Maine, and the Senator from
Maine has said it to the Senator from Wisconsin, that I am will-
ing to have the resolution recast as suggested by him, because it
would carrge(;gt the central thought in my ming.

But the tor insists on taking this resolution as the one to
be discussed, when I have already said to the Senator from Maine
ghat. I would accept his substitute for it when he put it in proper

orm.

Mr. SPOONER. Then I understand the Senator from Georgia
to abandon his resolution.

Mr. BACON. No, I do not.

Mr. SPOONER. I understand that—

Mr. BACON. No.

Mr. HALE. That is only a phrase., He does abandon it.

Mr. BACON. The Senator desires to put me in a wrong posi-
tion. I do not abandon the resolution. I think, as I said to the
Senator from Maine, the su tion made by him does not go as
far as I would desire, but as it contains the great central propo-
sition of arbitration in this matter, I am willing for him to phrase
it in the way he b

Mr, SPOONER. This question of international arbitration is
one, of course, which is exciting and will continue to excite great

ublic interest. There are some questions which I am willing

or one to arbitrate before The Hague tribunal, but an allegation
that the Government of the United States has violated a treaty
obligation for which it is responsible in damages to another gov-
ernment I am not willing to say I wonld refer to the arbitrament
of a tribunal constifuted from abroad.

Mr. BACON. I have expressly said to the Senate in the Sen-
ator’s absence that that was an alternative proposition, which
was not the material one in that case.

Mr. HALE. I should not—

Mr. SPOONER. Now, let us get at some gﬂiﬂt about if.

Mr. HALE. That is what I am trying to do.

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not care angthing about words.

Mr. HALE. Iknow the Senator does not.

any such
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Mr. BACON. Evidentlsv‘;

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Georgia is objecting to
my use of the word ‘““abandon.”” He must abandon the whole
theory of his resolution and substitute for it another.

Mr. HALE. Isnot the Senator glad of it if he does?

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but I am trying to get him to do it.

Mr. HALE. He m&he is entfirely willing that the resolution
ghonld be framed on this side.

Mr, SPOONER. Iam perfectly willing; I do not want war.
I want to avert it.

Mr. HALE. Iknow the Senator does not. I do not think we
ghall have to resort to arbitration. I think we can get out of it
without any reference to The Hague tribunal.

I think we can go on and ratify the treaty, open negotiations
with Colombia, or continue negotiations with Colombia, and that
we can afford instead of war to exercise our good offices between
Panama and Colombia; and, if necessary, I say it frankly—I do
not want to be misstated hereafter—in ing out those good
offices I would be willing, in order to avoid war, that in some way
we guarantee Panama’s pledges that she makes.

I objected in the Senator’s absence to the phraseology of the
resolution. Iam one of those who believe that events were bigger
than we were and that the Administration had to do what it did.
I would not draw a line that would in any way declare expressly
or by implication that the Administration done more than it
ghould have done.

But events having culminated, revolution being acknowledged
and established as an accomplished fact, I say we will stand bet-
ter hereafter and that we can not afford to reject a proposition
that opens or continues a friendly negotiation with Colombia. I
am not particular on a technical point, whether Colombia has
asked it. Colombia has a representative here now.

These things are being negotiated. It would only help negotia~
tions. It would notinterfere with them. I donot know anything
about it, but I think the Senator from Georgia recognizes, from
what he has said, that this is an accomplished revolution.

Mr. BACON. I say that.

Mr. HALE. Wae can not go back, and I am willing to meet him
more than halfway.

Mr CARMACK. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the Senator from Wis-
consin the floor?

y 1;1211; CARMACE. The Senator from Wisconsin has the floor,
eve.

Mr. SPOONER. I have the floor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
congin yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly.

Mr. CARMACK. I justwant to say that even if the Senator
from Georgia and the Senator from Maine and the Senator from
‘Wisconsin should arrive at an agreement among themselves, I
am not sure that that would signify a unanimous agreement of
the Senate to their proposition.

Mr. HALE. I was afraid of that.

Mr. SPOONER. I expect the Senator from Tennessee to bean
irreconcilable.

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, my opinion, Isuppose, islike
Touchstone’s wife; it is a poor thing, but my own.

Mr. SPOONER. I did not propose any agreement for the Sen-

ator.

Mr, CARMACK. I did not understand the Senator to suggest
that they were coming to a nnanimous-consent agreement, but I
did not want it to be understood that the Sepator from Georgia
who is the only Senator who has been speaking on this side of the
Chamber was speaking for all.

1 simply want it understood that everybody has not agreed with
the proposition the Senator from Georgia was about fo agree to,
becanse I think that he and the Senator from Maine between
them have about got this resolution in a shape where I can not

ibly vote for it. That is a matter of very small consequence,
Bn I want it anderstood.

Mr. SPOONER. I am perfectly well satisfied, from what the
Senator says, that he will never vote for the resolution unless it
is in the wrong shape,

Mr, CARMACK. Iam not responsible for the Senator’s wrong-

doing.

Mr. SPOONER. Of course not. You are fortunate in not be-
ing ‘responsible. I want to say that as far as I am concerned,
after this debate and the observations of the Senator from Georgia,
I am perfectly willing that this resolution should be refe to
the Committee on Foreign Relations instead of being voted upon

now.
Mr. BACON. I would be very glad to have that done.
Mr, BERRY., Letit E over.
Mr. HALE. That is the better way, undoubtedly.
Mr. BACON. Iam perfectly willing for that course to be taken,

but I simply desire to t what I said to the Senator from
Maine, that while I am ing to accept his substitute, I do not
mean by that to indicate that in my private judgment it goes as
far as it should.

But it recognizes the principle of arbitration, and therefore I
am willing to concede it. As I have occupied so much time to-
day, I want to felicitate myself upon the fact that I have had the
testimony of the Senator from Wisconsin to the Senate and the
country that I was once silent. I do not know when that was.

Mr. SPOONER. I will tell the Senator. The Senator from
Georgia was opposed to the attitude of the United States in the
Philippines, but—

Mr. BACON. I thought I said something on that subject.

Mr. SPOONER. I know the Senator did, but when war was _
flagrante there the Senator gave no word which could by any pos-
sibility be construed as an incentive to a prolongation of it. As
I now remember it, that is what I meant.

Mr. BACON. I do not think there is any other Senator on this
side of the Chamber but would have done as much.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not wish to
occupy any considerable time of the Senate now. I do not seem
to be one of the plenipotentiaries of the Senate who have been
commissioned to make a treaty to compromise the di ent
which has arisen between Senators here, but I want to say, fol-
lowing, perhaps, the suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee,
that I do not wish to commit myself in advance to any treaty
which may be drawn up here in the Senate bg‘ghe plenipotentiaries.

I think the resolutions of the Senator from Georgia, with all
deference to him, and recognizing in the fullest sense his motives
in the matter, were var{ﬂinopportnne and liable to misapprehen-
sion; that they were liable to put the country even in an embar-
rassing position.

I do not see how it is possible that those resolutions outside of
the Senate Chamber should not be construed as an acknowledg-
ment or an admission on the part of the Senate that Colombia had
some grievance against us which we ought not only to submit to
arbitration or compose withont submission to arbitration, but
which we were bound to recognize and to pay for. I think that
will be the construction put upon the resolutions.

I will go further than that, Mr. President. If as the result of
the discussion here this afternoon these resolutions should be
dropped and another resolution expressing the sense of the Senate
that the Executive should exercise his good offices to try to brin
about an understanding between Colombia and Panama shoul
be passed, I think under the circumstances that would be miscon-
strued; and I do not think there is any necessity for it, either.

Although I admit freely that we would have a right to pass the
resolution, it seems to me that it is not necessary topassit. Can we
not trust the Presidentand the State Department for a little while
to negotitate with Colombia and. to offer the good offices of this
Government, if they should be needed, to compose the differences
which exist between Colombia and Panama?

It appears to me that the very first notice which was given to
Colombia contained in it an intimation—and more than an inti-
mation, a declaration—that this Government would be willing at
all times to use its good offices to compose whatever controversy
and whatever complaint there might be between Panama and
Colombia.

In the very first dispatch, directing Minister Beaupré at Bogota
to inform the Colombian Government that the Government of
Panama had been recognized, Mr. Hay, speaking of the fact that
the Government of the United States has entered into relations
with Panama, goes on to say: .

In accordance with the ties of friendship which have so long and so happily
existed between the tive na most earnestly commends to the Gov-

respec
ernments of Colombia and Panamsa the and equitable settlement of
all questions at issue between them.

There is an offer in the very first paper that was passed.

Mr,. HALE. Now, does the Senator feel so exact upon the
question of etiquette and time that he does not think it would be
a good thmti for the Senate to express itself in accord with the
suggestion that this Government shall exercise its good offices?

I hope that if the real substance of the thing is done the Senator
will not stand upon a question whether we should do a thing to
help the Executive or let him alone without doing if.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I donot think itis necessary, Mr.
President.

Mr. HALE. Could it do any harm?

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it would be unfortunate,
after the discussion which has been had here this afternoon upon
these resolutions, to have any action taken by the Senate at this
time. That is my feeling about it.

Mr. CARMACK. Mr, President, I want to say just a word or

two.
The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpooNER] has twice during
the discussion to-day complimented the Senator from Georgia
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[Mr. BacoN] upon the fact that he has never done what some
(5] did here in the course of the Philippine debate—said any-
thing that would be an incentive to war. Of course, Mr. i
dent, I have no objection whatever to the Senator from Wiscon-
gin and the Senator from Georgia making love to each other,
provided their intentions—

Mr. BACON. I hopemy friend from Tennessee will permit me.
Did he hear what I said in reply to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. CARMACK. Yes; I heard what the Senator said. I was
z?oing on to say that I have no objection whatever to the Senator

m Wisconsin and the Senator from Georgia hugging and kiss-

ing and making love to each other, provided, of course, their in-
tentions are honorable. [Lan hter.]]:'

But I wish also to add that the most terrific arraignment of the
course of the Administration in the Philippine Islands and the
most terrible picture I ever heard drawn o? the widespread deso-
lation and of the atrocities perpetrated there was drawn by the
Benator from Georgia upon the floor of this Senate.

I want to say further, Mr, President, that I quoted here on the
floor of the Senate an extract from a %ublic address made by the
President of the United States, and I proved by Governor Taft
before the committee that just such expressions as were nsed by
President Roosevelt had a very great effect in stirring up the
people of the Philippine Islands and promoting and encouraging
the insurrection.

I offered to prove upon one occasion that speeches made by Sen-
ators defending the Administration’s policy in the Philippines,
and especially one particular speech by a very dmtangmsheg Re-
publican Senator, had been circulated {vroadcast over the Philip-

ine Islands, and had had more effect than anything else that had
g;en uttered to incite those people to insurrection.

I think I did prove that the President of the United States him-
gelf, by the language he used, langunage which would have caused
any other man, if he had uttered it in the Philippine Islands, to
be arrested for violation of the law and put in jaif, had a greater
effect in stirring up insurrection in the Philippine Islan
anything else.

Mr. SPOONER., Mr. President, I leave the Senator from Ten-
nessee alone with his conscience.

Mr. CARMACEK. My conscience, Mr. President, has not pained
me in the least. I will leave the Senator from Wisconsin alone
without a conscience. [Laughter.]

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not sure whether any request has been
made relatin% to the disposition of this resolution.

The P ENT pro tempore. A request was made that it
ghould go over until to-morrow, and it has gone over, but the de-
bate has not.

Mr. LODGE. The debate will, though.

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwillsuggest,as the resolution has gone over,
that it retain its present position until to-morrow,

The PRESIDENT pro t‘emE::)re By unanimous consent it was
agreed that the resolutions relating to the Post-Office Department
investigation should be taken up to-morrow morning immediately
after the routine business.

Mr. HALE. They will not take very long. This morning, by
unanimons consent, those resolutions were passed over to be taken
up after the routine morning business to-morrow.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the purposes and wishes of the various
Senators who have been discussing this matter for the last half
hour remain to-morrow morning as they are, then we may have
pome concrete proposition before the Senate for consideration. I

- do not know whether Senators desire any disposition of the pend-
ing resolution now. I think we had better let it go over until
to-morrow.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has gone over.

Mr. ALDRICH. And see what the day will bring forth.

Mr. LODGE. I ask leave to print in the RECORD a statement
of Mr. Olney, when Secretary of State, in regard to the power of
the President to recognize a new government, It is brief and, I
think, a very interesting statement. I will not delay the Senate
by reading it unless it is insisted upon. I should like, however,
to have it go in the RECORD as part of my remarks.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is thereobjection? The Chair
hears none, and that order will be made.

The statement referred to is as follows:

STATEMENT OF MR. OLNEY, BECRETARY OF STATE.
[Washington Evening Star, December 18, 15806.]

I have no objection to stating my own views of the resolution respecting
the independence of the so-called Republic of Cuba which it is reported is to
be laid before the Senate on Monday. Indeed,as therears likely to be serious
misapgrohensions regarding such a resolution both in this country and
abroad, and as such apprehensions may have serious results of a grave char-
acter, it is perhaps my duty to point out that the resolntion if passed by the
Benate can probably be 1 only as an axprassiagﬂ;;gpinlon Igthe
e;.nfilnant gentts‘lfmaz: who :jot%‘f,or it irla ;ﬁa Sex:.lsi:ttil1 and if by the eu.l;lye
of Representatives can o as another expression of opinion
the B:?ﬁnant gentlemen wh{) vote %o‘r it in the House.

The power to recognize the so-called REepublic of Cuba as an independent

than |

state rests exclusivolﬁwith the Executive. A resolution on the subject by
the Senate or by the House, by both bodies or by one, whether concurrent or
Jjoint, is ino; tive as legislation, and is important only as advice of great
weight tendered to the Executive regarding the manner in which he shall
AT oyation e mtet nt ths ropoenl Fesciutin. Thawed it
ration and e of the resolu erefore, even
%‘}e Houses of Congress by a two-thirds vote, are perfectly plain.
t may inflame

?pul&r ion both in this country and elsewhere, may thus
gl;t in peril the lives and Hmperty of American citizens who are residentand
veling abroad, and will certainly obstruct, and perhaps defeat, the best

efforts of this Government to mfomiW such citizens due pr: tion.
But except in these ways, and unless advice embogisd in the resolution
ghall lead the Executive to revise conclusions already reached and officially

declared, the resolution will be without effect and leave unaltered the

attitnde of the Government toward the two contending parties in Cuba.
ALABAMA RIVER BRIDGE, NEAR MONTGOMERY, ALA,

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, by way of introducing a new
subject, I will ask nnanimous consent of the Senate for the pres-
ent consideration of a bridge bill, which covers only half a page.
It is the hill (S. 2842) to amend an act entitled *“An act to au-
thorize the Montgomery Bridge Company to construct and main-
tain a bridge across the Alabama River near the city of Mont-
gomery, Ala.,” approved March 1, 1893,

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. which had been reported
from the Committes on Commerce with an amendment, in line
10, after the word ** this,” to sirike out * amendment ™ and in-
sert ““ act and completed within three years from same date;’_so
as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, elc., That the said Montgomery Bridge Com shall have
authority to construct said bridge mentioned in said act, across Alabamsa
River, under and subject to the limitations and restrictions mentioned in
said act, and in the amendment thereto mw& March 8, 1897, if the actual
construction of the bridge thereinautho shall be commenced within one
year !drgg the approval of this act-and completed within three years from
same .

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION REPORT.

Mr, CARMACK. Iask fo have published as a Senate docu-
ment the concluding chapter of the report of the Isthmian Canal
Commission, which is contained in about seven pages. It is a
summary of statements in the report.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection
to the request of the Senator from Tennessee, and the order to
print will be made.

LETTER OF COMMODORE M. F. MAURY.

Mr, TELLER. I ask leave tohave published as a Senate docu-
ment a letter written by Commodore M. F. Maury in July, 1866,
addressed to Capt. Bedford Pim, of the royal navy and a distin-
guished member of Parliament. It is a very interesting and in-
structive letter, and I have only been able to find cne copy of it.
The letter is taken from Van Nostrand’s Engineering Magazine.
It covers the Panama and Nicaragua routes and the whole canal
controversy. I think the Senate will be very glad to have it in

print.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Colorado, that the article referred to
be printed as a document? The Chair hears none, and that order
will be made.

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’'clock and 15 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned nntil to-morrow, Wednesday, Janu-
ary 13, 1904, at 12 o'clock meridian.

- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
TUESDAY, January 12, 1904.

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
Prayer by Rev. Dr. JosEPH SILVERMAN, of New York.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
CHANGES OF REFERENCE.
! By unanimous consent, changes of reference were made as fol-
ows:
House Documents Nos. 280, 94, and 29, from the Committee on
Appropriations to theCommittee on PublicBuildings and Grounds.
_ House Document No. 359, from the Committee on Appropria-
tions o the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
House Document No. 142, from the Committee on Appropria-
tions to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.
REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION,
The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the appointment; of the

following regents of the Smithsonian Institution: Mr. RoBerT R.
Hirr, Mr. ROBERT ApaMS, J1,, and Mr, HuGH A. DINSMORE,
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